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rian.'«. 
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roan, Zs, each. 

TENNYSON, RUSKIN, HILL, and other Literary Estimates. 

By Fredeuh: Hahrisos. Extra crown 8vo. 8s. dd. net. 
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A CONCORDANCE TO FITZGERALD’S TRANS¬ 
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MALAY MAGIC: being an Introduction to tho Folklore and 
Popular Reli^on of the Malay Peninsula. By VValtkii William Skkat, 
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-VKir roLVMns o/ the csironv i:nirjoN at hcdxaud kivusc^s 
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FROM SEA TO SEA; and other Sketches. Letters of Travel. 

ny AUD KirLisiu. In 2 volame*, c.\tra crown 8\o. rod cloth, gilt C«. cti"h. 

•Hew an^ notable novels. 

Crown Svo. Gill tt'ps n.<. 


BABES IN THE BUSH. Jly 

Uoi h OoMinnwfMn). 

hMI.VTni.EUiiAPli. J>ribtU«>4-iththrill, 
ing Incident.’ 

DONNA TERESA, lly V. M. 

FK.vin). 

UAiLY JlTA'irA—*A touching and original 
atory, with n pictiirfMinc eidtiiig. . . . The 
Hitu *tion« an* drumatic and poaerfnh* 
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VIA GRUCIS. Itj K. Mahjox 
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It. W. Cit*)inKR'«. 

I.ITCRATVRV .,—♦Holds the ria'cr through¬ 
out.’ 


VOLUME in. (f'OMPLKTINO THK WORK) KOW READY, 

DICTIONARY OF POLITICAL ECONOMY. Edited bv 

A ir. iNOLM FvroRAVB. Vol. rir (comultiting the work). Medium 8ro. i‘l<. net. rALo 
ready. Tola. I. and II, 2l« net each). 

KCitXtiMilC —* The hat of contributors is n brillmtit one. Tlipy have pJayel their 

parts well, and the editor ima manaacil tlicm uith gn>ut ability. . . . lilts success la at all com- 
nensnrate with Its deserts, the publtsbers may congratulate tUenselTes upon a very \ 4 lusblc 
venture, N<i working economUt can alTord to be without tliia Dlctiozwrv. ... Mr. Fal/ia’e's 
DioUouary emerges sucoei<sruUy from the eerero test of coiupariaou with its French aud Oernjau 
pr«.deceBaon.’ 

THE PRINCIPLES OF MECHANICS PRESENTED 

IN A KE>V FORM, by ITkinuiuh Hkri'z, lute Profiuaor oi Fbyaion in the University of 
Crtun. With au Xutroducilon by H. von IlKi.Miioi.Tr., A'itliorJ.ieil English Tran-Uticn by 
p. K. JONKM, B.SC., Dlatru-t Inspector under Iho Department of Soi nee an I Art, d:c..ar.d J. T, 
Waluet, M.A. Avo. km. net, 

INhVSTRJEH AXI) Will prove of tho groat'‘Bt Interest to all who can apprri*^ate a 

•ytten* of dyDamIca developed with great ingenuity and In accurate matheinati-.nl form. 

.. .‘The tranalalors bare evidently done their work well,' 

SECOND EDITION NOW READY. 

THE ^iIAD. Edited, with Apparatus Criticus, Prolegomena, 

Notes and Appendices by Waltku Lkav, LlttD., ^onietiuio Fellow of Trinity Cohege, Cam¬ 
bridge, Vol. X., Books 1-12. Second Edition hvo. I8s. [CUmienl Litmi'p, 

MACMILLAN'S CLASSICAL SERIES. NEW VOLUMES. 

EURIPIDES: the ANDROMACHE. With an Introduction 

ai.d Notes by A. U. F. Hthidp, M.A., AsaUiaiit M<tMter In HorroA’ School. Fcap. 8vo. 2«. td, 

GREEK MELIC POETS. By Hebbebt Weir Smyth, Ph.D., 

Giiitlngon Frpfcssor of Qzoek at Bryn Afnwr College, Pcmisylvania. Fcap. 8to. 7<. 6tf. 

DEMOSTHENES:, on the Peace, Second Philippic: I 

on the CJiarsonesni, and Third Fbllippio, Edited, with Introduction and CriUnl end 
Kzplfmatory Notes, by Jobn Edwin Sandtb, Litt.D., Fellow and Tutor of St. John's College, 
and PubUo Orator in the University of Cambridge. Foap. 8vo. da 

MACMILLAN k CO., Limited, London. 
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NKW WORK BY GOLDWIN SMITH. 

THE UNITED KINGDOM; a Political History. 

liy Goldavin Smith, D.I'Jj., Author of ‘The United Stutes,’ Ac. Jn 
2 vols. 8vo. los. net. 

YAV/.X—*Tlio style is lurid ns of old; tlio strnkis nre iuir*tor1v aitd ma<lft by n steady Imid ; mid 
there u all the old ifower of tor*e nnd puli&li<Nl esiircssinn. . . . The moit recdaole pditirid history 
of Sug^uad yet written.* 

IlY TUB LATE ARCHIlT.^ITOl* Pl'NSOV. 

THE APOCALYPSE: an Introductory Study of the Jlcvolation 

of St. John the Divine, lining a prcsenlincnt of the structure of the 
book and of tlic funtlainontal prinelples of its iiitciT>retatioii. Uy 
Edwaud White ISenson-. Super royal 8vo. Sji. fi//. net. 

OT'A X ,—‘ Tho Apot'ah {>i>r i< a Ixiok winch clt’liouiN much ou carcfiil tmiislat Ion ard edi ioff, 

and on the clear presentation of it« imrls and then sequence, its actors'opcakers, nmi seems. .Anli- 
biehop Benson did thU, it needles*, to rt.i\,uduiir.ibly. (Itc inn>t vidu.ihie e«>*ttk>'',f c K>vei 

ns a ni'w tninslntuin. . . . The tnuiHl.i*rioii i*h. happily, the ino**t lini'*lu'ci pirtof the AVcldtis|io]i\ 
study, and . . Iroui his flue mid di"cruuuiHliP'.' Giiek ScUolaTship, «»(the utoioct Talue to the 
student.* 

THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO S. LUKE. Tn Greek, 

after the Wes*tcf>tt ami llort Text. Edited with Tarallels. Illustrations, 
Various Read)nff*, and Notes hy the Re\. AiiTiit'i: WitKiHT, M.A., Viee- 
I’resideiil i»f Queen's CeJIejie, Canibiidge. Demy 4to. 7^. 6/f. 

rcR. A valuable werk.’ 

nuTioK xow Tnubv. 

DIYINE IMMANENCE: ail E.s.*5ay on tho Spiritual Signifi- 

eanre of Mailer. Dy J. Jh 1 M-INoWonni, A, Crown 8vo. d/f 
CIIUR<'iI Ht'ARTKtlt.T 2l'lW — * \ very valuable hi> dc,. , . liiiine Tnimnnenre'* is likely 

to piove of urcAt *>crvice to c''hri**ti!iQ trntli It c-mibiiio*. ti> A "luinrk.'ihlo c’ctent frofoiii d Uiouj^ht 
and clear expre^^ion. It is throuiflioiit wiitb n in uii iiuorestinf? Btyle.* 

A HISTORY OF MODERN PHILOSOPHY: a Sketch 

of tlu* Uifctt'Ty of I’hilobophy from the Close <jf the Uenaissaticc to our 
Own Day'. J’»y Dr. JlABAi.o lIoi rDixii, Professor nt the UnivcrMly of 
(*opcri]m>rt*n. Trau.'iliited from the Cieruian by B. E. In 3 vols. 

8vo. 15.f. net en‘'h vol. 

OVr/.futK.—' The '*tinU'iit could wish for co jn*a r or inure deji' nilub!*' uvh‘ 

AN ELEMENTARY COURSE OF PRACTICAL 

EUOliOGV. By tlie late Professor T. .7. Pmikeu, D.So., KU.iS.arid l*ro- 
fe^^.or W. Xhwto:! I'ARKHh, Ph D. With 15i> Illustrations. ' Crown Svo. 
IOjt. Cl'/. 

A MANUAL OF ZOOLOGY. By the late ProfesKor T. J, 

Parker, I).Sc., F.Tl.S., and PriJfc•s^o^ W. A. 1 Iahv\lll, M.A., D.Sc , F.K.S, 
With 300 IHustnitions. t'nv.vn 8vo. 10». Crf. 

FlEfJi For those who require n iinmnnl to nsTet tin ni in acquiring nn Si'cnrale knowledge of 
EOijloi^r, we know of no book -uporior to t)ia». njnii»r notice.. . . The illustrations are luimiruhle. . . . 
Wokii>>wof no work bettor htlcd to lulld (he piirpoM* for which il is designed th.m the one under 
notice. It i* an admirable iutrodnctvry text-book tu scaiilitic zoology.* 

TEXT-BOOK OP PALAEONTOLOGY. By Karl A. von 

XdTTBL, l*rofcssor of Ueolo;ry and Pulicoiitology in the rnivcrsily of 
Munich. Translated and edited hy (Jhas. K. Eahtman, P]i,D., Assistant 
in Paheontology in the Museum of Comparative Zoology at Harvard. 
Vol. 1. With 1,47G Woodcuts. Medium Svo. 25s. net. 

ThU EhjUsh EdiHon U rtvisfd and enlar^fid^bp t/ie Autftor and Edtfor in eoJiahoraiion vith 

numerous flprnatuf*, 

FIECD.^* An admirable introduntion io the study of lh('«e Xo&Kils or potnfied organic remains of 
plonts^ond nniznals whloli existed iK-fore the prct^unt gcolopical period and the sdveut of tBim on the 
Uioe of the globs. . . . Will bu of the greaiC'it iwaniblc UB«iitftnee to all penological btudents.. • . Too 
BiQcIi pnise canuot be bcstoi^cd on the aucoxaoy tind beauty of the lllnslratioiis.* 
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POPULAR HISTORY OF THE CHURCH OF 

ICNGLANl) FROM THK FAItLIlvST TIMHd O’O THE PllUaENT BAY. By the Ritfht 
Bi't. Wjuliam Bovri CariM’.mlh. With Jllustmtiuiis. Orowii Hvo. 


CANON GORE’S SERIES OF SIMPLE EXPOSITIONS OF 
PORTIONS OF THE NEW TESTAMENT, 

(’lown 8vn.. •rri't'ti rlotli, 3 .n. C>/. cauli. 

Tw(>]ft}i Tiioiisanil. 

THE SERMON ON THE MOUNT. 

Kiglith Thousftud. 

THE EPISTLE TO THE EPHESIANS. 

SlVOIMl 1'lilltloil. 

THE EPISTLE TO THE ROMANS. Vol. T., Chaps. 

Vow Viilnmf. Jnat Puhlitthd). 

THE EPISTLE TO THE ROMANS. Vol. IL. Chap. 

AX. to tlir l.iiil. With ApiN'tJilm <«, 

S(Mon 1 K'liiioii. Demv 8ro. IGn 

AUTHORITY AND ARCHAEOLOGY, SACRED and I 

PK(>FAXr. r<«siy-s nil till* U'‘'utioii of M'lnuojt to Bii>IJc}i1 nri<l C]u'>'>ic:J I.icerauiri*. By 
till* Kcv. s. R. 1)i.i\ 11 .. Fom.m' a. M.A., F. LL. Uhii'FIIH.M.A., F. llAVMtFifci.D, 

M.A., the Ri'V. A. t'. 1 Ik4I>].vm, Bit., iind I*. (!. irotivuiit. M.A. Witlt nv liitriKhii'toiy 
('hiiptor oil till' (!(*ni‘nil Value of Arcba oloi-aGal Hvitleuce, t apablUtics uu*! Liuiitation^, 

1 1 ,V the Kili(>ir, lUvin G. irfiu.iuiii. Fellov uf hlui/diih'U College, Oxford, A uthoi* uf ^Philip 
nii'l AlexHiuhT,* * A WaiiOormt'Schnl.ir,' ki\ 

* No tnu» wiJI quk‘*Miiii thi* ^•ollllH•l^•l»Cl• of tlu’ editor and his staff i*f rx|ien'» in their ou n ilejnrt- 
ini‘nt»: and nil thiough the hiiuk ihcro is n eiiliu. tiiihrml toiie. which u iiH coufldenee nt once. . . . 
Ail Feholar" will fiiai tlic honk useful, nu<l to many ii ontrht to l;e indUpciisable;—Aiiiexj.rtf. 

Xew linpii;SiOii. 

A MANUAL OF FAMILY PRAYERS FROM THE 

i LITURGY. Arr.iiigi'tl for Family U?c, By Wii.i mm EwAUi Glvdmo.nk, Small cm vvu 87o., 

clulh^ 2 j. Gi/. 

Cro^^ll hTo 6<, 

THE LORD’S PRAYER. By th(i late Edward Mkyrtck 

GDFLhi'iiN, sometime Dean of Xoi u ich, Author of * Thoughts ou Personal Religion,' &c. 

THE PRAYER.BOOk"^ "and THE CHRISTIAN 

I LIFE; or, Cpitr'optuin of the (.'hvistiun Liiv luipliod In the Book of Common Tnyer. By 

Cii vuLRR C. Tivkant, D.D.. ArchilcicMii of Neu York. With an Introduction by the Bight 
I Rev. the Loini Biniior oi>' Roriii.'HiKit. 

thnwu Hvo. S'. 

THE PLACE OF MIRACLES IN RELIGION. The 

IlnlBcan l..rctnn‘s for 18Q1. By the Uigiit Rev. the Bisuoi* of SorTUAurroN (the lion. A. T. 
Lyitki.tiin). 

CroJiii Rvo. 2/1. Cut, 

CHURCH TROUBLES AND COMMON SENSE. A 

Plea for UonRon and HeBpousibility. By the Rev. Wii.i.iam H. rAUNEfliE, MA. (Oxon), Rector 
of (Irent Witlcy, Woraonterhhiro, Author of ‘t»ofne Friiiciploa of lleligioun Education.’ 

Crown 8vo. 7a, C<f. J 

GENERAL INTRODUCTION TO THE OLD TES- 

TAVENT -the CANON. By Wiu.iam Hrnuy GTiKE.N, D.])., LL.D., ProfCAior of Oriental and 
Old Teetunieiit Litenluro In Princeton Theological Seminary. 


JOHN MUBBAY, Albemarle Street, W. 
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Froi Mr M ORRAY’S LIST of N EW BOOKS 

THREE WORKS ON SOUTH AFRICA. 

ON THE EVE OF THE WAR. A Narrative of Impressions 

«1urlDg a Journey in Cape Colony p The Free State. Tlio TruisTMlp Natal, anil BlioUnla. 
Soptoinberp 1809, to January, JOUU. By Evklyn Cki il, M.l*. With Unp aud Illnitratlo],e, 
crOAU 8vu. S«. 

LEADING POINTS IN SOUTH AFRICAN HISTORY. | 

1486-SU IkUrcIf, 1900. Chroiiologictilly armugeil, «ith o fiUl elaKsified ludox of EveuU. By 
Edwin a. Fuatt. Crown 8vo. »*, 6U. 

Sixth Thoniand of the Thirl E'Urlon. 

THE STORY OF THE GREAT BOER TREK, and the 

Origin of the Boulh African liepuhliea. By the late lion. Ukxky CrjOKrn, LL.I>., Her 
Migeaty’e High CommideUxicr for Natal. BdlM by hie Cmnii^n, W. l)aouiucK>CLOKTiCp 1I.A. 
Cloth. 1«. 6«/,; eewed, 1«. 

*Xq matter how many hooka on South Africst the read''r muy UtiTe read, ho thould got this one 
lit can be bought for a slillllng) if he ui^hos to understand uright the charooter of the Boon and 
the lvs»ou8 history teachcH us In our iloaUngs with that people.' •Sr. JAUisiH'a IjAZKTTB. 


AFRICAN INCIDENTS. Forsoual I'.Kperieaces in Egypt and 

(Jii>oro. Br Uaj ir A. B. THitrKTON. With an Iiitroduotion by (feiieral Sir Aiii'iniiil.D 
UuWkii, K.C.B.. X).S.Q ; a Memoir of the Author liy bis Brotlirr, K. If. TllKrRTOv; acd an 
account of Major Thruaton'R last stay in 1897 in the Protet'ttjRitu. his dL-uth, and the Mutiny 
of the Vgauda BiUea. With J'ortroit, Maps, and Illustrations from the Author's Skotch.'O. 
8vo. 14r. 

* ... A rooord of n bruve soMfer. . . . The book ha>> alicvl.s been prouiinenttr referred to in a 
debate in th* lloa«c ot Commons as an antlionty on the loc'sit tii^tory of UgaiidV^MoiiNisits Voft. 

*riineo Gordons .loiirnals were glrcii to tU? world wo do not remember to hare lu't with any 
more vivid or linccre acrouiii ot work in Africa than ni to be found in the pagen which Thruiton 
amused his scanty leisure b^ putting into Klinpu t^r ids Bngli-h frleiido.*-^WonLn. 

EIGHTEEN YEARS IN THE KHYBER, 1879-1898. 

With Personal deuiinisccncesof Serrioe fn Indio, nod cspeciiilly among the Tribes on our N.W. 
Frontici. Dedicated by penmsdon t) ll.n.H.thc Prince of Walo»i. By Colonel Btr Rubkiit 
WA nnuBTON, K.C.I.K., 0 S.I., A’c. With Map and niufitrations. Kvo lt)A. 

* . . . JLis excellent book . . . Wiirlmrtons arguments ought to carry great weight with the 
Indian (iovernm' ut, for no ni.iii could have beem more succeshtul in managing the Kh>b:i‘.* 

Tux Woiti.n. 

THE MAKING OF A FRONTIER. Five Years* ENpcriences 

and Adienturos in Giluit, Hunra, Nugar, Chitral. and the Kiiiitcrn Hindn-Kush. By Colonel 
« Ai/^rrvon Durand, C.B., C.i.U., Britihh Agent at (lilgit, 1880>1>9I; Military Secretory to 
the Vitiurnr of India, 1891-1S9J. With Portrait, Map, and l]ln«.lnitions. Douiy 8vo. ICx. 

A. work which u full of Ido and muvomont, and given \u many iiuaiut glimptci of the life 
ofstranso peoples. It ir modestly written, as becomes tlic iiarratinQ i>f the author's sarprisiiig 
euooess iu anhicriiig grc.it I'esnlts for the Empire, and is full of humorous incident. ... It ought to 
fludaplace in the iibraryof every young officer wiio wants iDStructioR in the art of making a 
repntatmu for himself and a new province for the Empire. All tlut is needed Is tlieopportnnityi 
bruins, aaJ pluck—and a broken telegraph behind him.'—P am. Mali. (Sazittb. 

A New and Cheaper Kditton. 

LUMSDEN OF THE GUIDES. Being a Sketch of the Life 

Of LieuL-Gen. Sir llAiiBT Burnrit LvtmnRW, K.C.S.I., C.B., with SeleetionR from his Corre* 
Rpoiuleiioe, snd Occasional Papers. By General Sir Pktku S. Lubhpbn, Q.C.B., O.6.I., and 
Gaouok U C.S.Ii With Portraits, Maps, and IlLuiitrations. Demy 8 to 7«. 6d. not. 

A New and Cheaper Edition. 

THE LIFE OF JOHN NICHOLSON, Soldier and Admini- 

Btrator. Based on Private and Hitherto Viipublished Doouiiicntrt. By Captain L. J. TiiO'ITXH, 
Eighth Edition. With J'ortruits, Map«, dw. DeiLy 8vo. Ts. 6<f. net. 

HORNS OF HONOUR, and other Studies in the Byways of 

Archseilogy. PiiKDKitn k T. Elworthy, Author of * Tlie Evil Eye,' <Tbe Dialect,''The 
Grammar and flie Word Book of West Bome^t.' Wltii many lUastraUms, Laim crown 8vo. 
10#. W. net 

* A. most valnableoontrlbntlon to history of human cuitome and inpexitittons.'—G labgow Bbbald. 

THE RAILWAYS OF ENOLAND. By W. M. Acwobth. 

A New and Cheaper Edition, with ao additional Ciiapter deseiiblDg more Eecent Develop- 
menta. W'tb many Illostrationa, Demv 8vo. KM. 6d. 

* • . . Interesting and informing b'Ok.'^WKHTMJKBTBBQABxm. 

* •. • Of BbBorMng interat.'— Ulaboow Hehalo. 


JOHN MUHBAY, Albemarle Street. W. 
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From Hr HURRAY’S LIST of NEW BOOKS 


^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

A MEMOIR OF HER ROYAL HIOHNESS PRINCESS 

1 MAHT ADBLAIDO, DUCITKSS OF TEJK. Biued on her FrlTate Diaries and Letters. 

> Dedicated hj pormlso^ii to n.lLll. the Dacbesa of York. By G. KinijOCU Oookr, B.A., LL.M. 
Vitli nanoroiifl Fortralts and Illustrations. S rols. l>emj Bto. SSa 

*l£r. Kt&locta Oooke ^is bad uccess to uU the Diichcks's papers, nud liaa been assisted tbrougbout 
by Uie Duobes of York and other memborh of the family, iiu book ii^ therefore, as thorough as it 
' uoald be nade.'^TniKfi. 

*To uuderstand, in at least, what the Priiiccsi wsis.aud howmuoli was to all who bad the 
; honour to know her, you mo^t read there fsEoInstlng volumes, which ate uoTor doll nor prolix.' 

Kobkiku Post. 

* A rery interesting moxoir of a striking and lovable personality.*—O bbxbvbb* 

* NOTES FROM A DIARY. Fourth Series, 188G-1888. By 

> the Bight Hon. fiir bfooNTSTU vrt B. Giia.st Drrr, O.C.6.I. S vols. Crown 6ro. 184. 

( * The Dnff diaries are delightful.... are full i»f good stories and pithy sayings, . • . Dip into It 

' where wc may, there is something amusing, and the company to wldoh we are Introduced U of mnuy 
' klnda'—IfouNiKG Post. 

, JOHN NIXON, Pioneor of the Steam Coal Trado in South Wales. 

By J. K. Vt'CCBKT. IVith Portrait. 6 vo.IO 4 .Cr/. 

* Should, In'ieod. teke a pluci' beside the works of Hamnel BiuUcs as providing ns with the portrait 
I of amen whose life sfTonls a n-markable example of *'self-help "ennied out with nndauutod energy 
I und in on unvarying spirit of hunour nud uprightneso. —6 i.a^gow Hsuali). 


THfi COMPLETE AUTHORITATIVE EDITION OF GEORGE SORROW’S WORKS. 

I THE BIBLE IN SPAIN. A. New Edition. Edited, with 

Notc.s nud Glo^sAry, by Vi.K k Bi jiki. With 2 Etchings, a Fhotogravote, and a Hap, in 
1 vol. large crown 8 vo. 61 * 

* We commend it heartily to aUlovors of Borrow tiiihe beat one-volume edition of the immortal 

"Bible in Spain” yet publUbcd.'—MaKciiBbTicR Q-uabdiax. | 

, LAVENORO. A New Edition, Illustrated. Collated with and | 

Bwlsiil by the Urlgiiisvl bISS.. tilth the xuppre^stil porthma now for the first time restored, 
and the whole Annotated by the autKoi of *The Life of George Boiruw.' With a Photo¬ 
gravure Portriit, and 8 I'en-and-luk Sketches by Pkbi v Wadiiam. Large erowti 8vo. 6 j. 

THE ROMANY RYE. A New Edition, Illustrated. Collated | 

I with and Revisetl the original MSS., uith the KiipprcsMid portions now for the first time ^ 

rcKtored, nod tlic wliolo Aniiotiifeil In the author of * 'J'lio Life ol (h ori;e Borrow.* lUostratcd 
uitli 7 J’eit aud-Ink Skciebi>4. and aPhotogra\uroby F.O. KinoN. J.argo crown 8vo. Gi. ■ 

I 

• HENRY HART MILMAN, D.D., late ]>can of Bt. Paurs. 

A Biogmphiral Sketch. Witti Selectiooa from his Curreepoudenee, By his Son, AjiTuun 
UlLHAN. With Portraits. 8vo. IGi. 

* Is one of sustained interest, and an excellent presentment of a most a'ortby figure in the clerical 
and literary world.'—S« oimiaji. 

A MEMOIR OF RICHARD DURNFORD, D.D., late 

Bishop of rutohc'-'ter. With Selections from his ('orrc'e|x>ndi!ncG. By the Very Bev. the DbaN 
OP WixcnuvTEit. W'ith Portraits and other Illualrations. 6vo. 16s. 

' The book may bo stmngly reconniiPiided to all who would etody that comhiBation of the scholsr, 
the elergymaii, and the Engllbh gentleman, which a n« to bo found in perfection in Bishop Duniford, 
and may b'l called a product almost poeullsr to the Charcb of Sngiand.'— Standaud. 

A HISTORY OF THE OXFORD MISSION TO CAL- 

CUTTA. By the Rev. Oboiuse LoMiiunGR. With a Preface ^ the BsttOP oP Bochebtbii. 
With Portraitfi anti Illustrations. Large crown 8vo. 7i. 6d. 

< ... Is luteresilug not only for the account it gives of mfsblon work, Imt for the light it shcdi 
on iono pbasoaof native character and customs oa witnessed from the standpoiut of the Christian 
I jiropagaudlit.’—S atubuav Bbview. 

I A NEW l*OPlTL.Vn HANDBOOK OF LAW. 

; LAW WITHOUT LAWYERS. An Epitome of the Laws of 

England for Praotlcal TJso. By Two BAiiHiSTKiifr-AT-LAW. Large 6vo., over 700 pages, cloth 
Gxtn^ 6^ 

* • .. The best and fullest work of its kind that bss yet ai^Hired.'—W ould. 

* The two harriatora who are responsible for " Law without Lawyers ” have produced the best lUfok 
of its ola« that we have come aoroa^.* > HTAKnAna 


JOHN MUBBAY, Albemarle Street, W. 
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SMITH, ELDER, ft G0.’8 NEW BOOKS. 

NEAR COMPLETION OF THE DICTIONARY OF NATIONAL BIOGRAPHY. 

PUBLICATION OF THE LAST VOLUME BUT ONE. 

*AbaoUiie1y hidUpenaubte to every ^eeU-fuimUhetl UbraryZ—TmiJSS. 

Just Fubhah^d. HovhI 8vo. l&t not in cloth ; or in lialf-montcco, marbled SOa« not. 

VOLUMK C2 (WILLIAMKOy—^\OUl)B5J) OY TUB 

DICTIONARY OF NATIONAL BIOCRAPHY. 

Edited by SIDNEY LEE. 

^TAe wputt of our *^TRZ^TH, 

VOL. 63 (WORDSWORTH-ZULEI8TAN), COMPLETING THE WORK, WILL BE 

PUBLISHED ON JUNE 26. 

XoTK—A full ProppeotOB of ‘The DiutioiiaO’ of Katioun] UiogMphy,' with bpLcnucn Fugcp, 
may be had upou application. 

NEW VOIVME OF THE ‘NAWOOTN’ EDITION OF TNE 

LIFE AND WORKS OF THE SISTERS BRONTE. 

Jtut publi'beil. With a Porlrait of Anne Tlnnitd, a rHOsinille of the Tltle-pngc of the Tir t 
Edition, and 6 Full ]mjo Illnstmtioiis, eroiMi Kvo. idoLb, gilt top, lit. 

VoL VI.—THE TENANT OF VVILDFELL HALL. Jiy A.sne I5i:0NTi:. 

With a Piihue b» Mr^. Ht’MiMiiiv M \kd. 

OVARDIAJ^. —* Uuiiipliry Ward is a entic of tlio fir^t oril«*r. Never Infoio have the Ihoute 
sUten been m :.ocaratel> pLiced, su delicutel} diffcrentiiiti'd .ihk<‘ fruiu one a.i<jtl.ur ni-d fium ot&crM 
of their craft.' 

%* Vol. VH.-THE LIFE OF CHARLOTTE BRONTE, by Mrs (Jask^oll, 

with nil lutrodiietioii and No;es h\ ri.hMiNi'K MinuriiU, eoiuph Clh< tbu Kditior^ Hill lie 
published ou May h, the /MiU> a »»« ttpjthntftoH. 

SOUTHERN ARABIA. I’y the lato TiiKODoKE Bent, 

F.ItlJ,S., F.S.A., Author of ‘The Jluined Citiss of Miishonnliind,* * The Snerwl (blyol the 
Bthlopiaos,' Ac 0 and Mrs. Tiibopohb Uxn i. \N ilh a Vortrait, 24 l ull-page IUnstrat.ona. and 
6 Mapi. demy >*vo. 1 - 4. 

PALL MALL -‘Mrs. Bent hat written a ver> interestlnir book, whleh ohoiild be of 

the greatest a^rvioe to fotun^ I'XiiIorer^, to merohaiit5 dealing in Arniiiaa c«>nimoditie%aud to the 
Foreign Office. It is Hcll illu.-trated.' 

UNWRITTEN LAWS AND IDEALS OF ACTIVE 

CAUBKUS. Eiiti**! by 13.11. IhTfMinx. Lare-i* rniHii Hvo. Is tJi/. 

Th^ Valumc ineluti^n Kssay* reprrm ktatirf mrn rat tons 2 »’oJesiWit », ant/ toch caltimj Ai»a htf'H 
dealt itith hji an erpert tritnu'/ vith full ItmeJedyeo/ Am *uhfK'. 

MORXIXO PoST.^^yiwa Pitcairn is to bn congrntu'atud on having collected such an enter- 
tainmg Kirica of csan>*s from tlie pens of no many mi m ilistiiigui>hrd iu ibcir n^epectivi' profcaaions. 
{ Where all is Rcxid it is iiividimis, and perhaps nniiri‘es*>ii,v, to make distinrtiona.* 

SPECTATOR —*Mim Piteairn nuriuesUoDahly Lit upon an excellent idea. . . . The book con¬ 
tains much of ^reat general interest.' 

THE LIFE OF MADAME DE LONGUEVILLE (Annk 

Gxvktibvi dk lioi’nnoN). By .Mrs Al*'Hi o Tock. Wiih I'orirdit. ('rowii 8vo. It . tki . 
SrKCTATOR.~‘'yin. Allrfil Click has ijou wrillcii, lor the first time inlCi glish, most agn'oahly 
and Kyinpathcticalh, tbo life of aTnncO'^ Mho mu.t always he one of llie nully il>*m^ling cliurao- 
tera of history.* 

REOOLLEOTIONS, 1832 to 1886. the Bight iron. 

Sir Al/oKHSov for man.i vear^ Private Secretary to the Bight Hon. W. 75. 

Ula<1stotje,and snlixispiently iituroinii of the Tiilaiid Uweiiin* Buunl. lu 2 vol*., with Portraits 
ai.tl AkMc .ding ('4-rTrnit-> of S.r Algernon Wo«)t and of the lluo. Mrs. Alfre'*. Lyitellon, 

b> the March’tinf'HS o' Grinby. KI5C<)Nl> kl)l 11 ’N. dtnny Hvo. 21 a. 

SPECTATOR .—‘In la>ing down the ho k our first thought la wliat an enviable life, our second 
will tie what a delightful ebaracter that life TevciilM. . . . Whether by effort ur gtaoe, the writer pf 
ttis book reveals a geuius for making friends, even of his readers.' 

THE BACKWATER OF LIFEf or. Essays of a Literary 

Veteran. Byilie late Jamuh Patn. With a Fcrlroit, and a Memoir by LKbUB STRPiirN. 
Crown Bto. 6i. 

T/i/ifff.—* The selection has been jndidonsly made, Bis many friends will seem to hear in 
** The Backwater of Life; or, Bfeays of a Utcrary Veteran,** the last ecliooj of the funiiliur voioc.* 

London: SMITH, ELDEH, k CO., Ki Waterloo Flaco, S-W* 
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SMITH, ELDER, &C0.’ S NEW BOOKS. 

TB8 CARSn OF A COZiOBZA.Xi BTATBSMAIT. 

AN IMPORTANT WORK ON SOUTH AFRICAN POIjICT. 

Xow rnidy. In 2 toI«. dciuy Bvu. with 2 Portraits and 4 %faps, 28<. 

THE LIFE AND TIMES OF 

'■ SIR JOHN CHARLES MOLTENO, K.C.M.B., 

( viitAT priEMii:n op the capk ooloxy. 

I Comprie'ng » Ilhlurv of Uoprcfent’itivp liistitulions and Responsible Oovernnieiit at the CapO| 

I and ot Luiil Cuniai von's (Vinfedfratum Pulley, and Sir Uartlo Frcrt'h IJigh 

* Coinmi-hiuiU'reUip of South Alniu. 

By P. A. HOI.TBNO, Author of ‘ A Federal South Africa.' 

: COMPLETION OF DR. FITGHETT’S POPULAR 

PATRIOTIC WORK 

HOW ENGLAND SAVED EUROPE 

! THE STUIIY i)F THE (HlEAT WVR. 1793 1815. Ry \V. Ji. I’ni'ilETT, M.A., LLD., Autlior 

' of ‘Peed*' lhat Won the KiupinV ' Eights Tor tlie Flag,' 8n\ 

Junt pnlilislud Vol. IV. WATERLOO AND ST. HELENA. With Ki 

I'oitisuis an I In Plaii-^. 

I t on*i itf ihf />rer»oi/< VnJunu‘^. 

Vol, L FROM THE LOW COUNTRIES TO EGYPT. With 16 Portraits 

and S PUnn. 

Vol. il. THE STRUGGLE FOR^THE SEA. Will* 16 Portraits and G Plans. 
Vol. ML THE WAR IN THE PENINSULA. 'With ih Portraitsand lo J^h.Tis. I 

s/*I.C TA7’tf/i *fi\ left flu* "tirt of hi'«lor,'i des»m*d by the million. . . . The wtrk is worths uf 
j tin* antlit 1 ' ol “ Jl.’edo that \\'oii the dnip'ri* '* and “ 1 ights for the Ftig.” ' 

’ AOItn ItaSEHEIty irrites rcsprctlnff * TH£ OBBA-T COMPANY•Thrse 
voiumra tnuht lorm an aercptnblc akditfon to tht* ttnualu of the JSmplrc,* 

; THE GREAT COMPANY, 1667-1871. 

Il'ing H Ili^t'iry nf the llonitnrabti’ Oompany ot Mc:o1i.int Anventnrers Trading into Hnilson'R | 
lhi\. CoininliHl frimi the (VimiKiny’a Areliirch; fium DiplumutU' Doeaments and State Papers ) 
of Fmiit-e and iJiigland ; from the Narrutives of Factors und 1 ruders; ai.d from many Accounts 
and .MtiMKirs. Py ItRfKLibt Willso.v. With an lutrcxiuctioii by Loan sjuatrcona and 
Mot NT JtoYAi, Uoveniorof the ilud>OD'h Hay ComjhUiy. Jn 2 vol^. iars« orown Sro. witli 
Ih Portrait*-.uid ! Maps IBii. 

New and Cheaper Edition of SYMONDS’ ‘ SHAKESPEARE’S PREDECESSORS.* 

. shoitty, I.aige croA\n Bvo. 7i. Gtf. 

SHAKESPEARE'S PREDECESSORS IN THE 

I EXtMd>H DI1.4MV. jly .Toiiv Anai\nio\ SyMoxiiM. 

*•*> Dii*> volume will lie umform with the isQW Editions of Symonds's TraTcl Sketches and 
*Tbp ll.iMisMiiice in Jiuiy.' 

VBW VOIVMCS 8T CONAN DOT&8. 

. dust publ'hhetL \WlU a Froiillsyicce. CrownSTO. tii. 

THE GREEN FLAG, and other Tales 

of War and Sport. 

By A. COBAN DOYI^iE:, 

Author o/‘ Thr White ComjKmp’ *Rodnrp Are, 

THE CHICAMON STONE : & Legend of the Yukon Basin. 

Uy Ci.ivi PiiiLUJ*rs-WoLUkY, Author of * Ouo of the Brokeu Brigade ‘ &c. CTown Svo. (>«. 

iShorflp, 

LITTLE LADT MARY; and HER BEST FRIEND. 

! By IImrace O. Hvtchikson, Author of' Creatures of Ciroomstance,' 'My Wife's Politics,' 4fQ. 

Crown 8ro. 6«. l.Viarlp readp, 

London: BMITII, ELDEB, & CO., 15 Waterloo Place, S-W. 
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OSTEW EXJTTIOOSr. 

With 51 Illustrations from Photo^aphs by the Author. 

8 vo. 108. Od. net. * 

HOME AND GARDEN 

Notes and Thoughts, Practical and Critical, of a 

Worker in Both. 

By dERTRUDE JEKYLL. 


JUVSTBATEIP L0ymi:i NEW&. -'Il book 
to rovlow with gratitadv an<l to keep.* 

El*BAKSR ,—^'The stjleof the book is most 
attractive. The authoress nnites shrewd com* 
mon-aeose with keen obirn’ation of detall^niuch 
praetloal knowledge, and Hpjircciatloii of the 
boaatifal and romantic.* 

WORLD.—* It Is scarcely necewury to sny 
tliat the garden Is worthy of the boneo whicli it 
surrounds, and when wc add ttint, lu addition 
to the more useful suggestions for amateura iu 
either bonsebnfldiog or pardon making, this 
book ia made up of the most ebarming rural 
gossip, we feel that w‘e have said all that U 
iieoessary in favour of a really fascinating work.’ 

IfORyiyO /*0*ST.—'Xot tlie least latent 
oharm underlying Miss .1ek>U's writings shall be 
foond in the perfect but unronscsious portrait 
therein presented of hcreclf. We lake regretful 
leave of this acooiapllshed lady, and hope, amid 
thoee^'thiugs worth doing*’ which occupy her 
life, the may anon find a cab to make ja>t t^Ruh 
another book as “Home and G-inlco.** * 

arc not suriirUciI that 
Mist'Jck}irH great sueccas in her “Wood .md 
OardLii*’ has prompted hrx to follow it up w'itli 
this volume, which, Indeed, may he considered u 
rapplomantto the first. It is a delightfol vclnme, 
thowing the same happy love of her snrronndi i gs, 
with the same practical good advice on many 
mattam relating to garden and bouaabold: iiuil 
all toUl in tlie bright, door style w*hidi made hur 
first volume sooh pleasant reading.* 


DAILY i'nR02fIi,'LE, — * Another Surrey 
tiook, showing the delightful posisibllUies of life 
in the most beautiful of the home counties,' 

‘“Ifome and Garden" Is not 
inferior to “ Wood and Uurdeu," and all perBons 
wh> owm the one will need the other. They re¬ 
veal together one of the movt interesting and 
attractive porsonaUtlei to be found in recent 
Utemtiire.' 

VALL UAIL —‘The chief 

** thing" iu llias Jck^lPs new bcok, “ Uomc and 
Oa^len,'* is the ho-isc she built. And the doscrip 
tiou of how she built it is fascinating reading, 
giving rise to envy in tUoia of U4 who are not iu 
a position to build the boose of our heart, but 
al’O the tatisfaciion that such sound ideas should 
be so soundly carried out. Miss Jekyll baa built 
her book in the same spirit tliat she built her 
houfc. It i*} a tliorougbly careful piece of work- 
maiithip from beginning to end.' 

nt:Lb,-^l\ begins with the bulg¬ 
ing of the house, and ends with the flowery har- 
\e4l of gcucron<) tilth yielded by the bC4Uttrul 
and clmractoriittie garden in wliich it slAud-. 
Mbs Jekyir.> love fur her liounc is a poem in 
itself. She knew the ticcs when they were full 
of life and growing in their native eoppioe. She 
saw to the felling of the timber and the ah^iing 
of the beams, and her book is fnU of living, 
actual interest. There la not a dull line in it 
from beginning to end. All is so delightfully 
interesting, and much of it ia literature.' 


BY TUB S.A.a^B .A-UTHOB,. 

SEVENTH IMPRESSION. 8vo. tos. 6d. net. 

With 71 illustrations from Photographs by the Author. 


WOOD AND GARDEN' 

I 

Notes and Thoughts, Practical and Critical, of a 

Working Amateur. 


ItONCQCAKS, 6BEEN, k GO., London, New York, and Bombay, 
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Messrs, wm. BLACKWOOD & SONS’ 


ANDREW LANG'S HISTORY OF SCOTLAND. Vol, I. 

A HISTORY OF SCOTLAND FROM THE ROHAN OCCUPA- 

TtOK. By Avi>RKW Lako. In 2 Voltf. Demy 670. Yol. 1. Wltli a PhotograTure Froutla- 
pleoi iiiiil Four Maps. 16«. net, * 


MEMORIAL EDITION OP Q. W. STEEVENS’S WORKS. 

VOLUME 1. 

MISCELLANIES. By the late G. W. Stebvbns, Author of ‘From 

Capetown to Lady'.iiiltb/ *WitIi Kiti'li^iier t(i Khartuio,* 'In Indio,* Edite<l by G. 8. 
B'IUBKT. With n Momoir by W. B. Hrklicy, nud a Photogravure Bcproductioii of Oo\1ier*e 
Pcrtrjit. In 1 vol. Crown bvo. [A/ay. 

SPRING AND AUTUMN IN IRELAND. By Alfukd Austin. 

Poet-Laureate. In 1 vol.dcmy Nvu. iimmrdtattlff, 

JOHN RUSKIN. ‘Modern English Writers.’ By Mrs. Mbtxell. 

Crown 870. ts. M. 

HURRAH FOR THE LIFE OF A SAILOR I Fifty Years in the 

Bojal Nary. By Vice-Admiral Sir VV'illiam Kkknmuy, K.C.D., Antlior nf * Sport, Travel, and 
Adventure in Keu’fouiidland and the West Indicf.* With nnmerons lUustrutioua fnim 
.Sketched l>y the Author. Demy 870.12)i. Gt/. 

OUR STOLEN SUMMER: the Record of a Roundabout Tour. By 

Mary aut Duyd. Witli 170 Illu^tmtiund by A. S. Rotu. In 1 vol. large demy 870. 

RECOLLECTIONS OF MY LIFE. By Surgeon-General Sir Joseph 

Fayrcr, Bart., K.CSL, LL.1)., M.P., F.RS,Q.H.P., dc., Knn. Physician to the Prince of 
Wales Pi)}dlcian in Ordinary to the Duke of Hdinbnrgh, late Preddent of the Medical B lanl 
at the India Office. Foreigu Member of the Academy of Medicine of Paris and other Foreign 
Kixnetles. Willi Portraits niul other lllastratious. In 1 vol. demy 8vo. [ShorOp- 

THE ROMANTIC TRIUMPH. ‘ Periods of European Literature: a 

Gomplfte and Continuons History of the Subjest,' By T. 8. Omurd, M.A., late Fellow of St. 
Joiiu'e College, Oxford. Crown 8vt>. Oi. set. 

songs of THE GLENS OF ANTRIM. By Moiua 0’Nbii.&. 

Third Xiuprcsilon. Crown 8vo. In artistic bindiui;, gilt top, 8*. 6c/. 

THE CHEVALIER OF THE SPLENDID CREST. By Sir Hebbert 

Maxwoij.. Bart, JJ.P., Anthor of <The Life of Wellington,* * The Honourable Sir Cnarlea 
Murray/ Ac. Ac. Crown Kvo. 61. [Shortip, 

A HISTORY OF RHODESIA. By Howard Hensman. With a 

Hap. Grown 8vo. Gi. 

FROM DOOR TO DOOR. By Bbrxahd Cafes, Author of ‘ Our 

Ijidy of Darkneas,* * Adventorea of the Oomte do la Muetta,* dte, kc. Crown 870.6#. 

THE PRISON-HOUSE: a Romance. ‘ Shades of the Prison-house 

b ‘uln to dole op.m tbo growing Iwy.’ Cri>WB 87a. 61. 

TALKS WITH OLD ENGLISH CRICKETERS. By A. W. Pullin 

(*01dEbor/). With immerona Portraits. Croam 870. Gi, 

THE KINGS OF THE EAST: a Romance of the Near Future. By 

Stunkt C. Ghibb, Author of * Like Another Helen,'' An Uncrowned King,' * Hie Kxoollcuc^ 'a 
Knglleh Ooromeae,' * In Furtbeat lud,' Ac. Crown 670.6a 

THE OPERATIONS OF WAR EXPLAINED AND ILLUSTRATED. 

By General BlrBuWARDl!BUCBHAitx.Kr,X.O.B.,S;.O.HU. Second Imprewionof Fifth Edition, 
With Mapi and Plana. Bniall 4fo. 

This /kprinl viU bfpuUUAcd in 3 parts (safd ssparate/p) and also comflt'ts in 1 vol» 


WILWAM BLACKWOOD A SONS, EOinbRrgh wid London. 
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NEW AND NOTABLE NOVELS 


With Fi’oiilisiiiocp. Crown 8vo. Os. 

SOPHIA 

< 

By STANLEY J, WEYMAN, 

AUTHOR OP *A GENTLEMAN' OF FRANCK/ Ac. 

This is a stonj of Jji/c in Lmulon in ihc (h(i/s of Ovorgo IL 

Crown 8\n. 6 n. 

SAVROLA: 

I A Tnle of the Revolution in Laurania. 

By WINSTON SPENCER CHURCHILL. 

DAILY /*//.—*Mr. (niurclnll line b Btiirinf; Htiirj* to tdl, iin<l telN it In Ti^rorouH 

Biralghtforwiird EuglbL. IHp. (.cnsonogeR ore roBl nn<] blood, bis cl.nrBCtirB bio drav^n with a 
bold free hand, and bl» inoidcuts are full of life and vigour.' 

SPKCTA TOD. . This clover and interesting book—wblrJi is aboTt- all el>*r the rcvelfitioo of 
a mastorful and audacious porsonalit^—writlvit thxMi }Cllr^ ngo. Mr. ( liurcLill mtu i-uLdi td it 
{ with ** considerable trepidation *' to the public, but he really has no cause for alarnu* 

j S’liW jytrnr.fiSIUS. ‘VVitli Froiitispinc. Cru« n Nvo. «». 

! PARSON KELLY. 

By A. E. W. MASON and ANDREW LANG. 

DAIL r CmiONH LK .—'Distinctly th(‘ book ia a ^iicccaf^ To speak of “ Paraon Kelly** as (hougli 
. it Mere an effort of men* cruft>manfihip is to do itaiiiiijin^ticti. very real artistry. One's interest 

I is held all through.’ 

SCOTSMAN —'It moves among Idstnricat people. Lady Mary Worttcy Muntagn conics In, for 
I inatauce, and there is a very cl(*vi>i pictiiri' of the C'hcvaHer himself, to my nothing of the o'her 
j people. The Look, ill a word, neglects jr lie of the elemeuth uf a full lomance. ... It is Mure to Ik> 

I widely real.* 


[MPIilCSSliKW C’rnwii 8ui. C.s. 

I THE UNDOING OF 

BREWSTER. 

By Lady MABEL HOWARD. 

DAILY TELEQRAPH .—* The rtronge^-t and sstUli^t book of the year.* 


JOHN 


BIRMISQHAM DAILY QAZETTE .—Brightly and pleafeuntly written, and the interttt well 
sustained to the end.' 


DAILY C/fffOA’/fTI/.*.—'The gradual htages of .TolinBrewster's disconiAtureaud finaldcsiiairare 
related by Lady Mabel Howard with much dramatic force.' 


JAfPRE&VSiOA'. Crown mo. Cs. 

YEOMAN FLEETWOOD. 

By M. E. FRANCIS (Airs. Francis Blundkll). 

SKETCIL^* " A'eotnan Fleetwood " will, I am mire, lake its place among the beat novels of ILo 
year. TLa defcrlptioua of Brighton undir ibe Itegent arc apecaally admirable. The cbarac’tcr of 
Blnon Fleetwood is one of the noblest in recent fiction, and the book as a whole will greatly enbanco 
(he author's reputation.' 

DAILY Jfirir5.>>'The latter part ot the atory brings ui to Brighton, among snch well-known 
figom ai the Begent, Beau Brummell, Mrs. Fiusberbert, and their curious entourage. The portrait 
of Mn. Fitaberberb (who here appears as a kind of miiUstcriDg angel to the afflicted and deserted 
Blmon) Is carefully asd sympathetically drawn.* 


LONGMANS, GBEEN, & GO., London, New York, and Bombay. 
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CHAPMAN & HALL’S PUBLICATIONS. 

TO*B13 READY EARLY IX APRIL, CECIL RHODES’S SPEECHES. 

THE SPEECHES OF THE RIGHT HON. 
CECIL RHODES, 1881—1899. 

Edited, with e. Full Account of his Political Work, by *VINDEX.’ 

Containing a Map and PhotograTun Portrait, demy 8to. ]2«. 

RENNET BURLEIGH'S HISTORY OF THE WAR. 

THE NATAL CAMPAIGN. 

By RKSNET BURLSIGTT. With lUuitratloiis and Maps. Inmrc crown Stro. (it. 

[T/unf AWtfioH in thf prrtt. 

NEW WORK OX fraxcj:. 

FRANCE SINCE 1814. 

By ILVROX PIEIinE DE COUJIKRTIN. Author of ‘The Erolntion lu France dnrlng the Third 

R»*pobl p.' Crown Kvo. Ci. 

NEW BOOK BY FIONA MACLKOD. 

THE DIVINE ADVENTURE, IONA, and 
BY SUNDOWN SHORES: 

Studies in the Spiritual History of thi* 0«cl. By FIONA MACLBOO, Author or ‘The Washer of the 

Ford,' * The I^ovcrB,' Ac. Crown 8vo. 6^. 

MR. TRAILL’S DI.\L0CUK3 OK THE DEAD, 

THE NEW LUCIAN: 

Being a Serie-^ of Dlulogue*! of the Dead. B> II. D. TRAILL, D.C.L, Second Edition, with New 

Dialogues added. Crown Sto. 6t, 

Of the fifteen dialogues c3mprl8iDg tliiti Volume, six arc new, four having been wTilten 
especially f<*r it. _ 

LIFK IN FRANCE. 

ANGLO-FRENCH REMINISCENCES, 1875-1899. By 

.M. Bktham-Rowahiih. Laige crown R^o. 6d. 

Thd TLifKS say:*; Beth'ini-Klward^ kno<ts France well. She fa.i? bod many French 

friends, and fhe has th** literary gift whu'h can lirst draw out pcrMnallCy and then recicate it to 
the life on paper. .. . Another book to be read through.' 

FOrilTlI EDlThiN SOW RKADT OF MAURICE HEWLETT’S LATEST BOOK. 

LITTLE NOVELS OF ITALY. (5s. 

KlTK!tAT!’ltKix\\^\ 'I'bc hook iodp(»<i sinker u new not? and reveals A new worliL* 

The D.HLV .V/j’U'.v says ; ’ The bc<«t li' (.M iiirlei* Hewlett) haa yet done.* 

CIXAPMAX S‘ 1IA7.U LTMITED, who arc thf Owners of the 
CopifTifjht n/ Worhs of ('ll ARLES RICKEXS and of THOMAS CARLYLE, are 
the only Puhlifthcre who can hi^ne, Editions o/Uuir Writings, 

A Catalogue containing full ptn’ticuhU's of each Edition and Biographical 
iHiroductUms can he had on application. 

CHARLES DICI^NS’S^ WORKS. 

THE GADSHILL EDITION. With the Original Illustrations. 

Edited, with IntnulnctioLB and Xoti'e, by Asunisw Lang. In 84 vols. Square crown 8vo. 
price iwr vol 6/. 

THE CROWN EDITION. In 17 vols. Large crown 8vo. 

Maroon cloth. Original lUuBtrationN, >11. Ai, Separate vols. 6«. each. 

THE CABINET EDITION. In 82 vols. Small fcap. 8vo. 

Maroon cloth gilt, gilt top. In Seta, complete In cloth box, £2. lOi. Separato tdIb. 1«. 6d. eacb. 

THE HALF-CROWN EDITION. In 21 vols. Crown 8vo. 

Bine cloth. Original Illnetmtione, X2.1S«. 6<f. Separate vole. 2i. M, each. 

THE SHILLING EDITION. In 21 vols. Crown 8vo. Eed 

cloth. With a Froutiepiecp to caeh Volume, £1. li. Separate vole. Ir. each. In Spedal 
binding, with gilt top, 21 r. the ect. 

CHAPMAN A HALL, Ltd., London. 
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NEW THEOLOGICAL WORKS; 


tbe ©yforb Xibrarij of practical tTbeoloai?, 

Proauced under the Editorship of the Kcv. W. C. B. NEWBOLT. M.A. 

Canon and ClioncOSor of 8t. Patirfi; and the 
Kev. F. E. BRIGHTMAN, M.A. Librarian*of the Puscy Hoii«e, Oxford. 

^rwO AV/TF VOLITMJCS, 

CONFIRMATION. 

By the Risfht Rev. A. C. A. HALL, D.D. 

Diihvji iff VtrinnHt, 

Chou'n 8vo. Rg. 

The HISTORY of the BOOK of COMMON PRAYER 

By the Rev. LEIGHTON PULLAN, M.A. 

Fi/lotc o/St.John /iitptttf'.t f'f'lhi,*, (o/f-rtf, 

CnoWN 8vo. Tif. 


NEW BOOK BY DEAN lOcKOCK. 

THE SPECIAL CHARACTERISTICS of THE FOUR 

QOflPBLS. By Ukiuikut MonTiiiKii iA'i'KocK, i;.D. Dean of lachttcM. ('rown 8ro. 

NEW BOOK BY CANON NEWBOLT. 

WORDS OF EXHORTATION: Sermons Preached at St. 

PaDl's and ESt*«rLcre. By the Iter. W. 0« E. Ni'wbslt. M.A. Canon and Chancellor of St* 
Paul s. Crown 8vo. Gs, 

MARRIAGE ADDRESSES AND MARRIAGE HYMNS. 

Py tbe Bxsuop Dr Lunuox, the Bi.hrop op RocitbTKii, the BiaHUP op Tiiuimi, the Dbak or 
RfcniSThR. the 1 >ban op Nuii>ficH, Aiioiii»i:\('.>.v BisoLUn, Oaxus DwcKWoimi, CAVOn 
NBWBOI.T, C^XO.N KXOX LITTLB, CAXoN ItAWNMiRY, tllC KOr. J. LUfiVVCLLTy Bavum, D.1). 
the Bct. W. AlIiICX >YiimroHrH, Ac. Edited by tbo Rer. 0. P. AVARDKL]>YBnBi7R0H| M.A. 
Vicar of ilie Abbey Church of tit. Mary, Tewkesbury. Crown Hvo. 6s, 

THE HEXATEUCH ACCORDING TO THE REVISED 

VEIbSJON aminKed In its Cunstitucub lJGUitaicnt<) Uemben of the tinciety of Htstorloal 
Theology, O.Yford. Edited, wltn intriXluction, Xotea, Marglual Refir.>ii e«, and tiyoopttcal 
Tables, by J. Cahi’KXTru, M.A Lout, and G. UAiiroiui-iiAiTEMSnr, M.A. Oxon. 

, 2TolB.4to. (Vol. I: luiroluctioaaud Appehdiue^: VuLXX : Tixtani Nolc^.) 80i.net. 

[/n a/*w days. 

THE DIAL OF PRAYER: being Devotions for Every Hour 

for those who would wish to lire near to God. Bj the Bcv. W. C. K. Mj:wboi.T, MJi., Oauon 
tadChanocUbr of St. Paal’a. Small Oro. 8i. 

ORDINALE CONVENTUS CAULIUM: the Rule of the 

Mbnastir Order of Val>d.‘i*Lboiix in Burgundy. From the Original MSS. preserred In the 
Bibllo(ii6iue .Nnuonale, ParK t’le Arohinu or Moulin' sur-Allicr, 8:c. With an Introduction 
hy W. Dr Okay Biuch, LL D., P S.A. of the British Mn -cam. Medium 8vo. 20 a. net. 

TH.E MINISTERS OF JESUS CHRIST. Vol. II. A Study 

of the Anto-Xicene ChrHtlan Liiorainrr. By J. Fosi KR Lepqib, Vicar of Lamorbey, Kent. 
Crown 8ro. l/ntAe press, 

OUTLINES OF CHRISTIAN DOGMA. By the Rev. 

Daiiwrm, Sro.NK, M.A., Pm.cipal of the Mi-frionaiy College, Do/cheater, Author of Holy 
Baiiiinn,' in the Oxford Library of Practical Theo'ogy. Crown8yo. ilmthepress, 

TRAINING OF THE YOUNG IN LAWS OF SEX. 

By the Ber. the Eon. Edwakd LYTmTox, M.A., Head Master of Tlaileybnry College^ AntbOf 
of‘Mothers and Sons,'&C. Second ImpreMiou. Crown 8vo. Si. (fa/, net. 

‘ It if tiw most able plea for a bold and tensible policy that we have leen.*—L itiratcbe, 


e 

LONGMANS, GREEN, & GO., London, New York, and Bombay. 
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MESSRS. BELL’S NEW BOOKS. 

' • 

--- ,-■ ' je 

Complete Catoltf^rwe oit appliettllQHm 


KOW nSADT, OIIEAFBR RB-ISSUE, crown 8to. fl.<. 64. net. 

ACHIEVEMENTS OF CAVALrY, with a Chapter on 

MOUNTKD IN FANTE7. Dy General BrKLtfllliroon. T.C., 0.0.3., a.C.U.0., Ac, 


Impciiftl 8m £1. 11Gt/. net. 

A HISTORY OF GOTHIC ART IN ENGLAND. By 

B. Prtoiu With about 3(Ki JlInstratiooB by G. C. Houhliy. 

Tliifl work presents a roniploto rccon] of Kngllsli IScclcsiutical Architecture diirfug the period of 
its rife anil culmination in the twclftli. thirteenth, and fourteenth oontaries, and, together irith Mr. 
, lllonifleld's ▼clunic on the * Tfistory of Hcnaissance An-bitecture in J'higlund,* covcm t^ whole period 
I during wliicli English Architecture can be regarded as a vital art. 


Imperial 8ro. net. 

A TREATISE ON STAIRBUILDING AND HAND- 

RAILING. Intended for the Use of House and Ship Joiners, IiuUdcni,Arcliiteots. and Students. 
Ry Wii.i.iAM Howat, M.A., Science Master, Seliool of Sciimco and Art, Barrow-ln-Fumess, 
late Enmlncr in Ship Joinery to the Cii.i and Guilds of liondon Institute; and Albxakubb 
Mowat, M.A., Science Master, School of Science and Art, ^rrow-in-Fnme.a. With 44U 
lilnst rations. 


Imperial 8vc. 31 <. Gd. net. 

THE BOOK OF SUNDIALS. Originally compiled by the 

late Mrs. Alfuid (rA'i i'V. ileviaed and greatly enlarged oy il. K. F. Bukx and Llsavub 
Llovo. With u ('huptcr on rortablc Dials by Lkwi>s I'.vans, FjS.A. Kutiroly new edition 
(thefonrth>. With uunierous Jlluhtratious. 


BELL’S HANDBOOKS OF GREAT MASTERS IN PAINTING AND 

SCULPTURE. 

, NBW VOLUME, post Svo. fin. net. 

' DONATELLO. With 40 Ulustrations and a Photogravure 

' Fruntifpli'oe. By lIorKBKA, Author of' Tu<Man Artists.* 

j BELL’S CATHEDRAL SERIES. 

NEW VOLUMES, crown Svo. 1#. fid. each. 

ST. PAUL’S. By the Rev. Arthur ])imock, M.A., Rector of 

Wetberdeu, Suffolk. With 39 Illiptmtioiis. 

liorgc Fajicr Edition, 260 Copies only, 2s. fill, not, 

CARLISLE. By 0. Eley. With 29 Illustrations. 


! HANDBOOKS TO THE 

I GREAT PUBLIC SCHOOLS.. 

) Under this title Mesrrs. GEORGE BRLL A SONS have in preparation a series of hlKtirioal and 
' deeoriptive handbooks, dealing with tiie principal Public S.*hoo.8 of England, ^ey arc intended t-> 
give a short account of the foundatUm and hj^tory of eaou school, n desjtipli >n of the growth and 
present coudicion of the building*, a trustworthy aocoont cf the method and routine of the 
oducaUonal ^tom, avd, lastly, accurate InfomuLloB as to the games ainusuments, and cou- 
Bcholastlo IntenrHrs which may prevail In the school. 

Bach Fchonl will be treated of by an 'old boy,' or by a master, who will be able to avail hlmsoU 
ruadfiy of information from beadiiuurters and so ousnre the nconnnl being accurate to date. 

The volumes will be well printed, copiously illustrated, and ptiblbiicd at the moderate }.rlue cf 
8«. fief. net. 

CHARTERHOUSE. By A. H. Tod, M.A., Aasisbant Mastor at 

Charterhouse. With 68 lUnstratious. 

RUGBY. By H. C. Bradry, M,A,, Assistant Master at Rugby. 

FURTHER VOLUMES IS PREPARATION. 


London: GEORGE DELL & SONS, York Street, Covent Garden. 
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WORKS BY ANDREW LANG 


•'A 


THfe making of/‘RELIGION. 8vo. 12si 
MODERN MYTHOLOGY : a Beply to Professor Max Muller. 

8vo. 94. 

PICKLE THE SPY ; tSf, the Incognito of Prince Charles. With 

6 Portraits. 8vo. 184. 

THE COMPANIONS OF PICKLE: being a Sequel to 

‘Pickle the Spy.* AVilh I Illustrations. 8vi>. itLv. 

ST. ANDREWS. Svo. lijs. nct. 

HOMER AND THE EPIC. Crown 8 yo. 9.?. net. 

MYTH, RITUAL, AND RELIGION. 2 vols, crown 8vo. 7.s’. 
CUSTOM AND MYTH: Studies of Early Usage and Belief. 

\Vilh 15 lUiL^trations. Crown 8vo. 0^/. 

COCK LANE AND COMMON-SENSE. Crown 8vo. 3s. W. 
THE BOOK OF DREAMS AND GHOSTS. Cr. 8vo. Ba. G^/. 
BALLADS OF BOOKS. Edited by AndkewL.vng. Fcp.8vo.Gs. 
LETTERS TO DEAD AUTHORS. Fcp. 8vo. 2s. Grf. net. 
BOOKS AUD BOOKMEN. With 2 Coloured Plates and 17 

Illustrations. Kcp. 8vo. 2jf, tUI. not, 

OLD FRIENDS. Fcp. 8yo. 25. GJ, net. 

LETTERS ON LITERATURE. Fcp. 8vo. 2s. Gd. net. 

GRASS OF PARNASSUS. Fcp. 8vo. 2s. 0(7. net. 

ESSAYS IN LITTLE. With Portrait. (b'OAvn 8vo. 2s. Gd. 

ANGLING SKETCHES^' ^ With 20 Illustrations. Cr. 8vo. Ss. Gd. 

A MONK OF FIFE: a Romance of the Days of Joan of Arc. 
With.ia Illiistniiiuns and ninucroiis Tatlial J.ottcrs by 8uLwrN lUAoi:. 
Crown 8t'0. Us. 6^/. 

- — - ** 

EDITED BY ANDREW LANG. 


THE BLUE FAIRY BOOK. 

With 134 Illustrations, ( rowu 8ro. 6«. 

THE RED FAIRY BOOK. With 

IPO lUiutrations. Crown Kvo. ti. 

THE- GREEN FAIRY BOOK. 

. With 89 IllU'^tratlons. Crown 

THE YELLOW FAIRY BOOK. 

With 104 Ulastratioos. Crown 8ro. 6#. 

THE PINK FAIRY BOOK. With 

67 niwtratloDS. Crown 8vo. 

THE BLUE POETRY BOOK. 

Watli 100 Illustrations. Crown 8yo. Ca. 
BoBOoL EomoVi without Illustrations. 
7op. 8 to. 2i. 6d. 

THE. ARABIAN NIGHTS’ EN- 

.TERTAIMHWTS. Witli Cti niui.tmtio&s. 

Grown 6v<o. 6fP 


THE TRUE STORY BOOK. 

With GO lllustratloiiB. Crown Sro. 6i. 

THE RED TRUE STORY 

Jl<)OK. With luu iiluBtrntiuns. Crown 
8vo. ttf. 4 

THE ANIMAL STORY BOOK. 

with G7 I^u^tlatu/Ds. Crown 8vo. 6j. 

THE RED BOOK OP ANIMAL 

STOllll’ia. With 66 liiustrutions. Crown 
8vo. Gx. 

WORDSWORTH, Selectiona from. 
With PlintosiaTurq rroutisplooc of Itydol 
MountylG Ulna.,and nnnK^rona Initial Letters, 
by Ali'jikoPauhoms, A.U.A. Cr.8ro.3x. Ctf. 

COLERIDGE, Selections from. With 

IK liliist rations by rA-n-EN Wilbok. . Crown 
8ra 


LONGMANS, GREEN, & CO., London, Ndw Yovk, ajid Bombay. 




THE EDINBURGH REVIEW ADVERTISER. 



suBsemPTioN library 

c 

186 STRANl), LONDON, and at the Railway Bookstalls. 


1. Tliirt LiUnio 1*1 csubllhlicii in oouiiectinn with W. If. Smith & Bon’rt numerous 

Kiillway BocilkStHlls; it fiiilmuscH all tlio inosl ini)K>rUut werka nf tIUtorj, Biognphy, Tjavcl, 
Viotiou, Pot'ti-y, Si'iencc, un<l Tlicology, as well ilio leading klag.iAiueN and ilevienB. 

2. -1T APFOIIUS (IJIKATEU ADVANTAdIIS TO aUBSCUIBKIW.THAN ANY OTirKU 
EXISTING UBR\HY. FHC»M thk lAi T that 'liiUKK AUl- OVKfl BIX HL^DHKD BOOKSTALLS 
IN KNGJ.AXn AND WALES, AVi) VO ANY of TIIRHK Djjfoi.-. \ SUBHCBIBER MAY BE 
TllANSPKKRED FUEK OF CllAaciiL 

:j.—StiliM'ribiTB c.in only t'linii|.'o the i at tl.c Pejini wliero^tlulr iiamci did regiatere^. 

nU'f TIIKY MAY TIlAVhl KH TIIR I'lai K Oh I5\i ilVN«.K UY NOTK'K Ti THi: C'LK'iK IN CllAHOB 

Dh 'iiiK Dri'i*!' at Will! ir iiiKY iunAtv iHKHj Of tLi‘ iMirrtut Pmo.l»oalR one only at H 

tuDr i** hIIuwhI to a Subwciiption miih-r I ivo and >Qb'('ti]i(iouii will not l)c accepted if tbe 

BUpply In to cuusHt t*bictl.\ <•! MagA/iiic* iiml Keriew'}-. 

4.—Tin* J’>ook]i arc dcUverc 1 at tlie hnokhtallo. carriago free. A Sulw*ribcr mhy exchange oiieo 
A 'la} ; ilieClerk in Charge will obtain fiom Lonilon any work tn the Idhrury iprovnUng that the 
Mine i* hi Rtock wlicu the order IVlu.‘hc^ the Siiiind) which a fenVenbev tiiay d(>rc to have. 
KOVELS R\t HANi.ru only in IMJUoKKV ANI» i.-OMl’I.hTK SETe. 

e.—lAindon SubbCilbi‘r«« Iraiurcrrins' tl.. ir Suhbeiiplion'^ to a Country Depot will bt* entitled 
only to the nnmtMT nt volumeei which the eonntry terui*. aB'>ign to the hnioiiiit they •.nb’>crito: 
fciuiilurlv, Couiitrx SiiWripiiuu^ tian.>fened ti> the i.>in<h'n Ternum become tuhject to the Loctlon 
Jtogiilatluiis. S^.'e beloM, sectii.a No. i. 

6*—Snb&crijitlon^ may comincnci' ai any dale, udlI aio payable in udvonce at any of tbe 
JUituay Uookatall'*. 

7.—lle^ara, W. H. bMiTii «S: Sox b('g to niiprc-4 u]jou their Library Sub^ribera the fact that, to 
insure the supply r*f tlie of vo!iinu<< itCMivd, it is te le'.surj, in all casc^to give a Ustconi- 

prlbUig tlio tilles of luuny moiu u uiks than the luunber reiiuiied for cxch.iDge« 

^.— Woi'ks ]iub)i>‘litsi at exrebpivo piieoi, and in form and matter uiisuit* 2 Lblo for general 
circulation, are not hUptdicd from the Library. 

l.~For Subscribers obtaining their Books from a London Terminus, and 

186 Strand, London. c MontJi^. is MuntLij. 

L. Si tit tt . tit 

1 or Onr \ uliiinu lit A . .OlJU.llO 

{t\Ol'ila 1H iUJ/'f tJt, I'nlU'tilf U/‘f* hu' Ulittlublt /of 

Ter Two Volunits a* a time . . . . b 17 6 f 1 11 6 

itVttVtfM fh »e./r f/tttH 'Jtto I'e/if. c ' ure ift/ain/letbjvjvr (uu clau or SubM’rtvnon.) 

For rol u Vijhifne^. .It a t:in» . . . . . 3 :i 0 b* 2 0 

r..i' i:iiiiiT .1 15 0 . a 3 0. 

I*uFifii>.s „ ... . . . 0 0 » 5 5 0 


n.-For Subscribers obtaining their Books from a Country BookstalL 

I'or OVK Volume nl a rime . . . . . 0 12 0 lit 

iXoveit in mtn't thu/i oue I’binni' ur>'Ho* uiui/tible/or t/it* chtts of i^'itbscriMtitUt) ‘ 
For TWu Volumes .it u tune . . . 0 17 0 . 1 11 fl 

iAoieh III morerban Tiro Volt,mu an not tivnilttblefor this ClaS'^ oi'SHjt'>rnptit'n ) 
For Tjikkk V'olumr'- iit« tune . . . . . 1 3 0 . 2 l> 0 


Voi Foru „ ..ISO 

l orRlx „ .1 15 0 

Fi.rTWRLVF ..3 0 0 

IIL—For Country Book Clubs, Reading Societies, &c. 

For XtYKNTY'KOUU Voluiius Hi a time , , , .650 

Vnr TmilTY-»IX „ „ > . , . H U 0 

For Fouty-eh.ht „ „ . . . . 10 lu u 

S^'XIY „ „ . . . 13 0 0 

tor 8iev*NTY-TW0 „ „ . . . .15 10 0 

For KigaTY-potrit . . ih o o 


2 10 
9 3 
5 5 


0 0 

lior niiiiTY-Hix „ „ ,» . , . H U 0 It 2 6 

For Fouty-eh.ht „ „ . . . . 10 lu u . IS 10 0 

Foi SixiY „ „ . . . 13 0 0 23 » 0 

tor 8KVaNTY<T\VO „ „ . . . . 15 10 0 28 * 0 

For KigaTY-Potrit „ . . . lb 0 O . 82 15 0 » 

/’or t't't'rp iftit/Unmitl T/fi/vi' Vo/iinut, J!l. 12«.G(/. 

Tkiims for 81 'eciAL TiiAVRi.i.i\a ciriiM miTiosi*, of Hooks in Circulatinii, or aay other 
iiifomiotlon, can bu obtained at tiny of tJn‘ Uiula ay ilajh-itfiliK, or :it 1 *<5 Mtraud. Liiutuo. 

A iW/aloyttf of irurplut ttiol A>« liooktt tif ijrratlf mluooi U puhlishtd moHlhlf^ ’ 

tiiid can br hud upon appltcniion nt the Utioiafa’ht 

THE NEW GENERAL (‘A.TAL0GUE. I'ontAining the whole of llie Works iu W. U. Burnt & 
S.iN’n SuiwcmPTioN Liiibaky, prlrc One S/nlluiff. will lie ready in Ma.v. The same will be anpplkd 
at the Above price at any Railway Bookstall; or, if by post, nt I>/w JShtllmj and rourpenee, 

Ucssfs. W. H, Suite ds Son are prepared fc*! stipjily a List of Popular Xovols byirbli-knawn 
Au^i^, from which a selection of One Hundred Volumes may bu made for Forty Shillings, 

AF lri#v«v _HI_MO^jaet__ _ vp_«. . .. 7 
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THE EDINBURGH REVifeW ADVERTISER. 

■* _ H 

WORKS BY ALEXANDER BAIN, LLD. 

Emeritus Professor ef Logic ia the University ^ Aberdeen. 

FOURTH EDITION. 8vo. 15*. 

THE EMOTftNS AND THE WILL. 


FOURTH EDITION. 8vo. 15*. 

THE SENSES & THE INTELLECT. 


THIRD EDITION. Crowa 8vo. 10*. Grf. 

MENTAL AND MORAL SCIENCE: 

A Compendium of Psychology and Ethics. 

OR SEPARATELY 

Takt I. I Pabt II. 

Psychology and j Theory of Ethics and 
History of Philosophy., Ethical Systems. 

Crown Sro. 0.'. (tJ. Crown Kvo. 4*. 

« 

_ j 

LOGIC. 

Part I. Part II. 

DEDUCTION. INDUCTION. 

Crown Svo. i.t. Crown 8vo. G*. Qd. 


Crowji 8 VO. 2*. 

PRACTICAL ESSAYS. 

Contcnti : ^ 

Common Eitois ou the Hind^Errors of Suppressed CorrelaUves—The Civil Service 
EzaminationH—The Classical Controversy—Metaphysics and Debating Societies— 
The University Idenl, i^ost and Present—The Art of !Si udy—Religions Tests and 
^ ' Subscriptions—Procedure of Dclil;6rativc Rudies. 


LONGMANS, GBfiEN, k GO., Loadoo, New York, aod Bombay. 


THK EDINBUBQH REVIEW ADVBRTISEB, 
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SCIENTIFIC BOCKS. 


JUST rUULISiniD. Sro. y&M. net. 

THE KINETIC THEORY OFFGASES. 

Elementary Treatise, with Mathematical Appendices. 

By Dr, OSKAR EMIL MEYER, 

rrofo^r of Pbj^ics et tho LTuiveritlty of TTrnrlnn lUfinmnil Reyieed Edition. 

Traniilatod by UOUERT K. UAYNEH, M.A., Btndest of clmat Cburcb, Ozfoid, and Dr. J^ce'e 

Ho: tier In Physlcfi. 

yA Wr. DaynrF, in prcparintf tlie Kiiglteli Tcrelon of .a noir edition of ITcyci's treatise, 

has given Knglleli nndcra a hook calculated to uieettlie wants uf a large mia varied cIosm of persona 
Intel(‘bted in tbe Kinetic tlifory. . . , Kow that wc have an English editions students can liavo no 
excuio for notcsrrTliig their JcnowI«lge of Uio subject rather farther ; for a bettor introdwotoiy 
ircablfo could barOly be written, and there la little in Meyor'e treatment that could present diUiculties 
even to the veriest beginner.* 

Complete in TflUEB VOLUMES, Ifalf'bound. Vol. T, with 236 Illustrationa, 8 to. £2. 2s, 

Vo). II. with 240 inustrutiuuH, 8 vo. C2. 3j. VuL 111. with 352 Ulintratious, 8 vo. £3. 8 «. 

A Dictionary of Applied Chemistry. 

By T. E. THORPE, B.Sc. (Viet.), Ph.D. D.Sc. (Dubl.), F.R.S. 

iVofe^sor el C'lif.mlstiy lu the Royal College of ScicucCi London. 

Assi^tud by Eminent Contributors. 

THE PRINCIPLES ^ ' CHEMrSTRY. By D. 


A TEXT-BOOK OF INORGANIC CHEMISTRY. By 

G. B. Nevtu, F.1.0 Demonstrator in the Ro^'al College of Bcienco. London ; Asal^taut 

Examiner in Chcuibtr}% Ecienco and Art Department. Fiuh Edition. With 146 lUustraUoiis. 
Crown 8vo. 6o. Cd. 

CHEMICAL ANALYSIS, QUANTITATIVE AND 

qualitative. B% G. K. NKwriT, F.ir D. monMritor In tbe Ros-nl Collego of 

SotcDoo. Londnti; AKsistaiit Kxaiuincr in ('hemisiry, Science and Art Department. Kew 
Kd'tion. With UO lllustraiioiis. tTt>wn 8vo. &>. Oi. 

A TEXT-BOOK OF PHYSICS. By W. Watson, B.Sc. 

A^Distant-rroffFBor in Thypus iii the Hoy:iU'ullego orBdem'e. I.omlon ; AaaistBUt Examiner in 
PhyFh’SfFoienccniid Art Drpurtnu Mt. l<'or use in TcchnlOid Schools, Advanced Science and 
Art ClopxGe. Eiigiiiwrlrg Schc uls, U ni\ (I’i Itxes, &c. d c. With lllasiratioos. Large crown 
8 ? 0 .10». 9J. iJasi pnblMct/. 

ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING. For Electric Light Artisans 

and StndentP. 0‘lniliri<clDg llio:e liinnehrs pre^crihod in Ihc SvUsbns isanetl by tbe Citv and 
Guilda Technical Institute.) l>y W. Bi.ikco auJ. E. DmHiKliii. Knlargod and Hevised Edition. 
With 36D Illnairit^niifi. Crown Svo. 

THE TESTING OF MATERIALS OF CONSTRUC- 

TlOK : a Text-book fi)r tUr* Eiiginoi i iiig Lniionitor' an * iv O llecUon of tbe Itesulta of Kxpcrl* 
meet. Dy Wiluah C.\wihornp. U'Wix, K R s. M.InRt.O.E. Hon. U.lostM.E. Professor of 
Kogineeriog st bl'c Central Tccbiucal College of th*) City and Gull' a of Lonibm In«tltntc. 
Socoiul Edition, RevUed und Euiarged. With 5 Plates and 188 lllu&tratiooA and Diagrams in 
the Text Kvo. IGi. net. 

HALF-HOURS WITH THE STARS: a Plain and Easy 

Quids to the Knowlnlge of the Cnnatcllatioiia. By Biciiahd A. Phoctub. Shoaina In 11 
klR])4 tbe pofaition uf the prmoipal Siar-Gronpx niglit after niglit tbro -ghunt tho yfor, Witli 
Introduction lu.d a Depurate Evplauutlon o( each Map. True for every l^ar. 4tul 3i. Cif. 

HIVANGTON'S COril-m? OP llUILDTXfl CONSTRUCTION. 

NOTES ON BUILDING CONSTRUCTION. Arranged to 

meet the IbniuiFemoiitB of tlio si.«lliil)ns of the .Soicdco and Art Deparement of tbe Conimiitec 
of Connoil on Education, South Kensington. Mwiium 8vu. 

PAAT I. ELEMENTARY Bl'AtfE. With 552 \ PAnrlll. MATERIALS. Coarse for Honours 
IlhiRtrutlouB. IIM. fid. ' With 188 IIluRlrations. Sir. 

Paut IL ADVANCED STAGl*:. ^Yllh 172 [ Paiit IV. CALCirLATluNS FOH BUILDING 
UiuLtratmii.>. BTRUCTUKE9. Coarse for Houuui*'. 

With 59nRubtraUMiiA. 1\*. 

LONGMANS; GREEN, & CO., London, New York, and Bombay. 



NEW ROMANCE BY 
MR. WINSTON SPENCER CHURCHILL 

Author of * Tho Rivor 1¥ar«' 

Special CorreBpondent of the ‘ Morning Poet,' in South Africa. 

New Impression. Crown Svo. 68. 

SA VROL A: 

A TALE OF THE REVOLUTION IN LAURANIA. , 

By WINSTON SPENCER CHURCHILL. 


W’EI\KLY Uio 

best iitur)', so lar, itf tlic year.' 

STAB .—‘A hnlhniiL \ntly, ninl ex¬ 
citing politiceJ tale. It nipid and 
thrilling and crammed with fighting.' 

STANDABD .—‘ When onr author Iiuh 
fighting to dcscribr he does it m the vivid 
fashion wc are familiar with.' 

ACAVEyiY.--' An ugrcnible “ mt- 
thng” book. It \ery obviously Iho 
work of a briLlinnb and original ni.iii, u 
man of multifarious expcrieiiceb and apti¬ 
tudes.’ 

SCOTS'ySA'i ^.—* Tho book has litcraiy 
merit oF a high orfb r, mid is not uitJiout 
a certain graie and digintiod louiaiitic 
interest. It will, no dt.ubt, liiid many 
readers.* 

WESTMTySTKJi (;.iZP:rrK. • k 
is young, vigorous, ami uud.icjon.s; it 
shuwK its antiior to In a hlurp tongue 
and abundant coniinand oi rhetoric.' 

WOBhTi. —*Mr. Wuintou Churcliill is 
in hm clem<*nt when he tells of war and 
uarbke deeds. Ilih drsciiption of fights 
both by sea and land are reiriarludily \ivid 
and picturesque.' 

SPECTATOB.—^TXlw c-lever mid in¬ 
teresting book—which IK above all else (he 
revelation of a inahtnrfiil and aiidauouh 
personality—was written tlin'c yi'urs ago. 
Mr. Churchill iic^ Mihmits it witli ** con¬ 
siderable trepidation" to ilie xmblie, but , 
he really has no cauhc for alarni.' | 

BIRMIKOHAM IKMLY <iA- 
^JSTT£I.—* Tho value of the hlory lie.s in 
its vivid picturcsqmniess, in whicli W'o ano 
the war currespondont in the inakiug, in ' 
its brightness of stylo, and->sball wo nav V ' 
—in that brisk energy that rofloi’ts so ad- | 
inirably the author's own charoctor.’ I 


DAILY f 7 /if<>.VZr 7 J'.'.— ‘The light¬ 
ing in '*Sn\rola’’ ik first rate cox>y of its 
•^orl, and heiiig fur tlie most xiari street 
fighliiig. the leabt tcchuu-ully informed 
reader nuiy follow it with interest.* 

SA T UIWA Y bp: VIP: ^ t'.—‘ The halt 1 f 
pictures nro extroorUmarily vivid, and tlie 
wTiter n( \er fionturcs in the adcirnment of 
grotesque ]>hrtises, never obtrudes liis 
boiiality. It is a story well told.* 

DA ILY TLLEOBA PH.-* Mr. 

C'hurcliill^as u stirring story to tell, and 
U‘\U it in \jgorous btraiglilLgrard £ng- 
libli. His personages are rear flesh ami 
blood, his characters are dra^vQ with a 
bold free hand, and hi'4 incidents ave full 
of hie and \igonr.’ 

(iLUSaOIV 7//.7ML7).-‘Tho best 
p.irt <tf the honk—and (hat is really 
udiniiahio—it to la* found in llio descrqi- 
tion ol tile slieet fighting in Laurania, a 
desrriplioii to wlinli \vi e.iiinotgne higher 
in.ii.se than liy sasiiig tliat it reiuls, not 
Iik» a in it novel, but hki‘ un oyc- 

wilno ses ri ]K)i't.’ 

i oiiKsifmp: p()ST.-^*yhv. book, 
by nine people out of ten, will be read at 
u single sitting. The portraits of the eliief 
eharueters are diawii with inivsteiiy skill. 
i*I\ery personage is as voiil to the roiwler 
as ii lie had studied linn faro to face. 
The hook seems to have only one fault; it 
is too hllOlt.' 

SPPLiJiEJf. —*A bright and iiitcivst- 
ing story, and desen^s at Ica^t one excel- 
lout character. The personal element in 
the htnigglo is mlmirably distinguished. 
Wc follow witli iutorcst the onslaught of 
the heroic Ic^er, Suvrola, on the miliiiiry 
dcsiad, l*robraen{ Antonia Molora. It ia a 
fine study of a high - minded refunner 
fe^hting for liberty and justice without 
illusion but without regret.* 


LONGMANS, GBEEN, & CO., Londou, New York, and Bombay. 
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NEW AND CHEAPER EDITION. 

With 71 Portraits from Photographs. Large crown Sto. 7s. 6d. net. 

THE BOOK OF 

GOLF AND GOLFERS. 

By HORACE C. HUTCHINSON. 

With Contriliiiiiuns by i\Iis^ Amy I’Afrcoic, il. If. IIiltox, J. Jl. Taylob. 

11. J, WjiiGHAM, and Messrs. St'iTON & So^s. 

CONTEXTS. 


CHAV. 

J. HISTORICAL. 

3iy II. 0. JlirroinNSON. 

II. GOT.F AS A (;AME. 
liy H. II. lln.ToX, 

II. APrnoALTirNG. 

By Jl. J. TavloH. 

lY. HOW iK) PRACTISK. 

By U. O. ilUTcniNsox. 

V. A PORTRAIT GALLERY. 

By II. G. Hotohinsox. 

VI. GOLF IN THE .UXITICD 
• STATES. 

By H. J. WuiGnAM. 


ClIA)'. 

VJ3. LADIES. 

By AMY Bennet Pascob. 

VIIl. METHODS OF PLAY. 

By H. G. UclCHlNaoy. 

IX. FRXCTU AL CLUB-MAKING. 
J5y J. H. Taylob. 

X. CLUBS AND BALLS. 

By H. G. UL'TCniNSON, 

XL LAYlNTi-OUT AND UP-KEEP 
OF GREENS. 

By Messrs. Sutton & Sons, 
of Reading. 

INDEX. 


ftLASfrO ir IfXItA Lit —* Tins is one of ti e best printed and best illustrated 
books on Oie game of golf whiolt have been iiublished.* 

DAILY CtlItOXTCLJi. — ‘**A Portrait Gtillery,'* which is certainly a 
brilHant achievement in the literature of play and sport. . . . Mr. Hutchinson 
lias done an exceedingly ditlicuU. work with remarkable talent and grace.’ 

WESTM1 XSTKIl OASCKTTK. — * To the ambilious golfer this book will pro¬ 
vide a Ub(*ni1 edneation in most interesting and plcaving form, and it is a vast 
improvement on the methods of teaching any game on pai)cr that have been 
ado])tcd hitherto.’ 

DUXDEK A1)VEUTISKR.~~~^'Xix, Hor.icc Q. llutchinsoD has added con¬ 
siderably to libs laurels by the production of this volume It is a magnilicent 
book, and its iiuinerons fine illustrations lend to it. a great charm. W’ereit 
possible t(» learn golf from picluves and Ironi Iclterpreks no one need remain a 
duUcr.’ 

fVOAM—‘We can only say that the perusal of “The Book of Golf and 
Golfers ” has given us uiKilloyed pleasure. It is always a pleasure to read Mr. 
Hatcliinson. Even when he fails to convince, which, indeed, but seldom appears 
to be his aim, he jicrites so pleasantly and so enthusiast ically that he could go 
on writing golf b^ks till Doomsday without any fear tliat golfers would say, 

“ Hold, enough I ” ’ 

8HKFVTKLD 7XDEPENDKXT. — ‘The most fascinating feature of the 
book, to any one who knows a little about the game and has an admiring awe of 
its brilliant exponents, is the uureser\ed abtindoninent to enthusiasm which 
marks every one of the writers. . . . Taken as a whole, the book is the moat 
complete and lucid exposition of the game that we have seen.’ 

LONGMANS, GREKN, & 00., London, Now York, and Bombay. i 
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WORKS BY 

THE RIGHT HOH. W. E. H. LECKY. 


FOURTH IMPRESSION. Svo. 10«. 6d. 

THE-MAP OF LIFE: 

CONDUCT AND CHARACTER. 

*]ja vie it'cnt paM uii plalsir ni urn* cloulcur, niais unc 
affaire grave iloni itniiR soinuios ehui'gi't«, et qii’il fiiul comluirc 
et teimincr ik noire honnonr.' Tocqi’kvjllk. 


HISTORY OF ENGLAND IN THE EIGHTEENTH 
CENTURY. ' . 

Library Edition, 8 vols. Svo. £1. 45. Vols. I. and II,, 1700- j 
1760, 86s. Vols. III. and IV., 1700-1784, 86s. Vols, V. and 
VI., 1784-1793. 36s. Vols. VIL and VIII., 1793-1800, 36s. 

Cabinet Edition, Enol.vnd; 7 vols. crown 8vo. ^s. each. 
Ibelaxd : 5 vols. crown Svo. Gs. each. 


HISTORY OF EUROPEAN MORALS FROM i 
AUGUSTUS TO CHARLEMAGNE. 

^ 2 vols. crown 8vo. 12s. 


HISTORY OF THE RISE AND INFLUENCE OF THE 
SPIRIT OF RATIONALISM IN EUROPE. 

2 vols. crown 8vo. 12s. 


DEMOCRACY AND LIBERTY. 

Library Edition, 2 vols. 8 to, 86s. 

Cabimt Edition, With New Introduction. 2 vol#crown Svo. 12s. 

The New Introduction issned with the Cabinet Edition can also he 
had separately^ uniform in size with the Library Edition, 8uo. 2s. 

POiiMS. Foolscap Svo. 5^. 

LONGMANS* GBEEN, & CO., London, New York, and Bom bay. 
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THE EDINBURGH REVIEW ADVERTISER. 


STANDARD HISTORICAL WORKS. 


ABBOTT.— A HISTORY OF GREECE. By Evelyn Akbott, 

LL.D. 

Part I.— From the Earliest Times to the Ionian Revolt, Crown 8vo. 10«. 6rf. 

Part II.—5CKM45 n.c. Crown Svo. IOj?. \ 

Part III.—From the Peace nf 415 ii.c. to the Fall of the Thirty at Athens in i 
403 nx’. Crown Svo. 10*. Cd. \ 

ACLAND and RANSOME. A HANDBOOK IN OUTLINE 

OF THE POLITICAL ITlsrOUY OK EN(iLANI) TO I8S»6. Chrono- 
logicalJ}- Arranged. By the liijjht Hon. A. 11. DvKifi Aclan’I>» and 
Cyhil KASt=OMJ£, Al.A. Crown Svo. G.^. 

ANNUAL REGISTER (THE). A Review of Bublic Events at Homo 

and Abroad, fur the year 189S, Svo. 18.t. 

Volumes of the Annual liEGisTEn for the years 1803 1807 can still be had. 
18*. each. 

BRIGHT.— A HISTORY OF ENGLAND. Dy the Rev. J. Fjianck 

Buight, D.P., Master of University College, Oxford. Crown 8vo. 

Period I.—Mkdleval Moxarciiv : the Departure of the Romans to Richard 
HI. From a.d. 449 to 148r>. 4*. 

Period II:—Peusonal Monarcuv: Henrv VII. to James II. From 1485 to 

IGSa. 6*. 

Period III.—Constitutional Monarchy: William and Mary to William IV. 
From 1689 to 1837. 7*. M. 

Period IV. -The Growth OF Dlaiocuacy : Vietuiia. From 1837 to 1880. C*. 

BUCKLE.— HISTORY OF (TVILISATION IN ENGLAND AND 

FKANCE, .SI’AIN AND .SCOTLAND. J’.v llKswv Thomas Ducklb. 

3 vols. crown £vo. 24f. 

BURKE.— A HISTORY OF STAIN from the Earliest Times to 

the Death of Ferdinand the (’atholk*. By CLrcK ItALrii Buukk, M.A. 
Second Edition. Editcrl, with .Additional Xolo. and an Introduction, by 
Martin A. S. Uubik. With G Majis. 2 vols. 8vo. IG*. net, 

CREIGHTON. —Works by Maxwell Creighton, D.D., LL.D., 

Bisliop of London. 

HISTORY OP THE PAPACY FROM THE GREAT SCHISM TO THE 
SACK OF ROME (1378-1527). G vols. crown 8vo. G*. each. 

QUEEN ELIZABETH. With Portrait. Crown Svo, 0*. i 

FROUDE. —Works by James A. Feoude. ' 

THE HlSTOTtT OF EXCiJ.AND, from the Fall of Wolsey to the Defeat of the 
Spanish Armada. 12 vcjIs. crown Svo. 3*. (id. eacli. 

THE DIVORCE OF CATHERINE OF ARAGON: the Story aa told by tho 
Imperial Ambassadors resident at the Court of Henry VIII. Cr. Svo. lU, 6rf. | 

THE SPANISH STORY OP THE ARMADA, and other Essays, Historical and > 
Descriptive. Crown 8vo. 3*. Gd, 

ENGLISH SEAMEN IN THE SIXTEENTH CENTURY. 8vo. iU. 

THE ENGLISH IN IRELAND IN THE EIGHTEENTH CENTURY. Cabinet 
Edition. 3 vols. crown 8vo, 18*. Cheap Edition. 3 vols. crown Svo. 10*. Gd. 
SHORT STUDIES ON GREAT SUBJECTS. 4 vols. crown Svo. .3*. (id. each. 
THE COUNCIL OF TRENT. Crown Svo. 3*. Gd. 

LIFE AND LETTERS OF ERASMUS. Crown Svo. 6*. 

0JSSAB; a Sketch. Crown Svo. 3*. 6^. 


LONGMANS, OBEEN, & CO., London, New York, and Bombay. 
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STMDAED HI8T0EICAL WOEK& 


GARDINER.—Works by Samubd Bawbon Gardinek, 

HISTORY OF ENGLAND, from the Accession of Jumes I. to the Outbreak of 
the Civil War, lS0:i~1G42. 10 vols. crown 8vo. G». each. 

HISTORY OK THE GREAT CIVIL WAR. 1642-1640. 4 volfl. cr. 8vo. 6 j. each. 
HISTORY OF THE COMMONWEALTH AND THE PROTECTORATE, 
1049-1660. Vol.L 1649-1651. Hvo. 21jr. VoL 11. 1651-1654. 8vo. 21*. 
THE STUDENT’S HISTORY OF ENGLAND. With 378 Illustrations. 
Crown 8vo. 12*. 

HISTORIC TOWNS.—Edited by E. A. Freeman, D.C.L. and 

Rev. W ILLIAM HuKT, M.A. Willi Maps and Plans. Crown 8vo. 3*. Gd. each. 

LONDON. By Rev. W. J. Loftik. 
OXFORD. By Rev. 0. W. Boare. 
WINCHESTER. By Rev. G. W. 
KiTCniN, D.D. 

YORK. By Rev. James Raixe. 
NEW YORK. By Theouobk Roose¬ 
velt. 

BOSTON (U.S.). ‘By Henry Cabot 
Lodge. 

KAYE and MALLESON.™ HISTORY OF THE INDIAN 

MUTINY, 1857-1858. By Sir John W. Kaye and Colonel G. B. Malle- 
SON. M’itli Analytical Index and Maps and i'lans. G vols. crown 8vo. 
3*. Gfi. each. 

LECKY.— Works by William Edw.vrd Haetpole Lecky. 

HISTORY OF ENGLAND IN THE EIGHTEENTH G1':NTDRY. 

Library Edition. 8 vols. 8vo. Vols. I. and II., 36*. Vols. 111. and IV., 36*. 

Vols. V. and VI., 36*. Vols, VII. and VIII, ;iC*. 

CabincL Edition. England, 7 vols. crown 8vo. 6.f, each. Ireland. 6 vols, 
crown 8vo. 6*. each. 

HISTORY OF EUROPEAN MORALS FROM AUGUSTUS TO CHARLE¬ 
MAGNE. 2 voLs, crown 8vo. 12*. 

HISTORY OF THE RISE AND INFLUENCE OF THE SPIRIT OF 
RATIONALISM IN EUROPE. 2 vols. crown 8vo. 12*. 

DEMOCRACY AND LIBERTY. 

Library Edition. 2 vols. 8vo. 36*. | Cabinet EtUtion. 2 vols. crown 8vo. 12*. 


BRI>ST()L. By the Rev. AV. Hunt, 

CARLISLE. By Mandkll Ckbtgii- 
TON, D.D. Bishoj) of London. 

CINQUE PORTS. By Montagu ‘ 
Burrows. 

COLCHESTER. By Rev. E. L. . 
CUTTP. I 

EXETER. By E. A. KitERMAN. ' 


MACAULAY.— Works by Lord I^Iacaulay. 

COMPLETE WORKS OF LORD MACAULAY, 

Cabinet Edit. 16 vols. post 8vo. A'l. 16*. ] Library Edition. 8 vols. 8vo. £5. 5*. 
‘Albany’Edition. 12 vols. With 12 Portraits. Large crown 8vo. 3*. (kf. each. 
* Edinburgh ’ Edition. 8 vols. 8vu. G*. each. 


HISTORY OFENGLANDFROMTllEACCESSION OP JAMES THE SECOND. 


Popular Edition. 2 vols. cr. 8vo. 5*. 
Student's Edition. 2 vols. cr. 8vo, 12*. 
People’s Edition. 4 vols. cr.Svo. 1G*. 
Cabinot Edit. 8 vols. ]) 0 st 8vo. 48*. 


‘ Albany ’ Edition. 0 vols. large crown 
Rvn. ,3*. Gd. each. 

‘Edinburgh’ Edition. 4Tols.8vo.6*.ea. 
Library Edition. 5 vols. 8vo. £4. 


CRITICAL AND HISTORICAL ESSAYS, with LAYS OP ANCIENT ROME 


in 1 volume. 

Popular Edition. Crown 8vo. 2*. Gd, \ Silver Library Edit. Crown 8vo. 3* Gd. 
Authorised Edition. Crown 8vo. 2*. Off., or 8*. Gd, gilt edges. 

__ [//ontinved. 


LONGMANS, GREEN & CO., London, New York, and Bombay. 





20 


THB BDlNBUBaH BSTIBW ADVBBTISEB. 


STANDAED HISTOEICAL WORKS. 


MACAULAY.— Works by Lobd MacauiiAT ( continue ^\ 

\ CRITICAL AND HISTOlUCAL ESSAYS. 

Stadcnt's Edition. 1 vol. or. 8vo. 6«. * Edinburgh* Edition. 3 vols, 8vo. 6«, ea. 
People’s Edition. 2 vols. cr. 8vo. 8«. Cabinet Edition. 4 vols. post 8vo. 24s, 
‘Trevelyan’Edition. 2vols.cr.8vo.9s. Library Edition. 3 vols. 8vo. 36 j. 

MISCELLANEOUS WRITINGS AND SPEECHES. 

Popular Edition. Crown 8vo.2s.0d. ] Student’s Edition. Crown 8vo. Gi. 
Cabinet Edition. Including Indian Penni Code, Lays of Ancient Rome, and 
Miscellaneous Poems. 4 vols. post 8vo. 24s. 

MAY.— THE CONSTITUTIONAL HISTORY OF ENGLAND 

since the Accession of George HI. 1780-1870. By Sir Thomas EnsKiMB 
• May, E.C.B. (Lord Farnborough). vols. crown 8vo. 18s. 

MERIVALE. —Works by the Very Rev. Charles Merivalb, late 
Dean of Ely. 

HISTORY OF THE ROMANS UNDER THE EMPIRE. 

Cabinet Edition. 8 vols. crown 8ro. 48i9. 

Popular Edition. 8 vols. crown 8vo. 3ff. 6^. each. 

THE FALL OF THE ROMAN REPUBLIC; a Short History of the Last 
Century of tlie Commonwealth. 12mo. 7r. G/f. 

MONTAGUE.— THE ELEMENTS OF ENT.LISII CONSTI- 

TUTIONAIj history, from the Earliest Time to Utc Present Day. By 
F. C. Montague, M.A. Crown 8vo. 3jr. (hL 

SEEBOHM.— THE ENGLISH VILLAGE COMMUNITY Ex- 

amined in its Relations to the Manorial and Tribal S> si crus, Ac. By 
Fredebig Seebohm. LL.D., F.S.A. With 13 Maps and Plates. 8vo. Itijt. 

SMITH.— CARTHAGE AND THE CARTHAGINIANS. By R. 

Bobwobtii Smith, M.A. With Maps, Plans, &c. Crown 8vo. 8r. 6r/. 

STEPHENS —A HISTORY OF THE FRENCH REVOLUTION. 

By H. Morbe Stephens, BalUol College, Oxford. Vols. 1. and II., 8vo. 
16i. each. 

TODD.— PARLIAMENTARY GOVERNMENT IN THE BRITISH 

COLONIES. By Alfheus Todd, LL.D, 8vo. HOk, net, 

TREVELYAN.- THE AMERICAN REVOLUTION. Parfe L 

1766-1776. By the Right Hon. Sir G. O. Tkbveuyan, Bart. 6vo. 16/. 

TREVELYAN.— ENGLAND IN THE AGE OF WYCLIFFE. 

By George Macaulay Tbetbltan, B.A, 8vo. I5f. 

WAKEMAN and HASSALL.-ESSAYS INTRODUCTOBY 

TO THE STUDY OB’ CONSTITUTIONAL H18TOBY. By Resident 
Members of the University of Oxford. Edited by Henry Offley 
Wakehan, M.A.,and Arthur Hassall, M.A. Crown 8vo. 6s. 

WALPOLE.— HISTORY OP ENGLAND FROM THE CON¬ 
CLUSION OF THE GREAT WAR IN 1816 TO 1868. By Sir Spencer 
Walpole, E..O.B. 6 vols. crown 8vo. Gs. each. 

WYLIE.— HISTORY OP ENGLAND UNDER HENRY IV. By 

Janes IJAurLTON Wylie, M.A., one of H.M. Inspectors of Schools. 
4 vols. crown 8vo. Vol. I., 1399>1404» 10#. 6^. Vol. II., 16#. Vol. Ill,, 15#. 
Vol. IV., 21#._ 
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THE SILVER LIBRARY. 

* It is superfluous to praise the Silver Library.'* It contains, 
perhaps, the best collection of cheap copyright classics accessible 
to the British public.'—BntTiSH Weekly. 


BAGEHOT (W.). rf. 

Bloarapbical Studies .3 6 

FROUDE fj- A.). 

I liife and Letters of Erasmus 3 0 

CflDSar: a Eketch . 3 6 

Thomas Carlyle: 

S HiBtor) of hi’’ Lifi*. 

ir05-lH36. 2 to1s.7 0 

Sto1><. 7 0 

GLEIG (Rev. G. R,). 

Life of the Duke of Welling- 
ton, WitUX*ortndt.3 6 

KCSTLIN (J.). 

Life Of Luther. With Illa^tlA- 

tioiia aud 4 FttChimiles of MriS. ... 3 6 

MARBOT (BARON de). 

Memoirs. Tmivlated. Svol«. ... 7 0 

MARSHMAN (J, C.}. 

Memoirs of Sir Henry Have¬ 
lock .3 0 

TREVELYAN (Sir G, O.). 

The Early History of Charles 
James Fox .3 6 

FICTION. 

DOUGALL (L.). 

Begssra All: a Novel .3 6 

DOYLE (A. CONAN). 

Mioah Clarke: a Tale of Mon- 
moutli'a ilcbollion. With lU lUus- 
trations.3 0 

The Captain ofthe'Polestar,* 
and other I'a'cs .8 6 

The Befusees: a Taio of the 
Huffaoootii. WitliS51Uustmtion» .. 3 6 

The Stark Hunro Letters ..36 

FROUDE (J. A.). 

The Two Chiefs of Dunboy; 
an Iriah Kouiadco of the lost CVu- 
toiy ... «.i ... ... ... 3 6 

HAGGARD (H. R.). 

Allan Quatermain. With 20 i ius- 

tzutioai. 8 6 

Allan’s Wife. Witb34llliutnitio&H 3 6 
Beatrice. With rrmitisplecs niul 

Viguotto .3 0 

Cleopatra. With 29 lUnitratlona ... 3 6 

Colonel Guaritch. V.C. With 
Prontiauece and Vignette.3 6 


PHY. FICTION. 

HAGGARD (H. R.) «. n. 

. 3 3 Dawn. Wlth 'is llluatrationR.3 0 

Erie Brighteyes. With ci Illns- 

trations.8 6 

if 'Rrii«Tnnii ^ fl Hcsrt Of the World. With 15 

51 Erasmus 3 6 JUnstratwin.3 6 

^ ^ Joan Haste. With 20 lilastratioos 8 6 
Mr. Meeson's Will. With 16 lllu&< 

J 0 ' traiiuDs . 3 6 

ii.,* 7 0 I Mont 68 uma*s Daughter. Wiili 

.' ! 25 lllafjtraticms .8 6 

L). Nada the Lily. With 23 lUus- 

of Welling- traliona.3 6 

t.3 6 : She : a History of Adventare. With 

32 lUnatmtione ... ... 3 6 

The People of the Mist. With 
ith 62 Illu^tla- J3 Jlliutrotious . 8 6 

L“> of MrfS, 3 6 < The Witch’s Head. With 16 

^ . I Illustratioub . 8 6 


... 3 6 


Prontiipl 


Vignette. 3 6 


■ HAGGARD(H.R.)&LANG(A,). 

The World's Desire. W'ith 27 
I lllutiratioua.8 8 

HARTE (BRET). 

In the Carquinez Woods, and 

other Stones .3 6 

LANG (A.). 

A Monk of Fife; a stor.v of the 
Da^s of Jenu of Arc. With IS 
llluitruliona.3 6 

LEVETT-YEATS (S.). 

The Chevalier D’Auriao ... 3 6 

MERRIMAN (H. S.'*. 

Flotsam: a Story ot the Indian 

Alatiiiy.3 6 

PHILLIPS-WOLLEY (C.). 

Snap: a Legend of ilic Lone Monu- 

tmn. With 13 Illustmtlona.3 6 

STEVENSON (R. L.). 

The Strange Caaeof Dr. Jekyll 
and Mr. Hyde; with other 
Fables. 3 6 

STEVENSON (R. L.) and 
OSBOURNE (LI.) 

The Wrong Bor .3 6 

STEVENSON (R. L.) and 
STEVENSON (FANNY 
VAN DE GRIFT). 

More New Arabian Nights^ 

The Dynamiter.3 0 

WEYMAN (STANLEY J.). 

The House of the Wolf: » ^ . 
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THE SILVER LIBRARY. 

' If my advice were asked as to what series of modern books 
would form the best nucleus of a good and inexpensive library, I 
think I should, without hesitation, recommend Messrs. Longmans' 
Silver Library." Many of the most notably good books published 
in recent years are included in the scries. They are strongly and 
elegantly bound, and they cost only Ss. 6d. each.'^DAiLV Mail. 


HisTomr. 

FROUDE (J. A ). rf. 

The Council of Trent .S 6 j 

The Divorce of Catherine of 

Aragon ... ... 3 6 I 

The English in Ireland, avois. 10 6 ' 

The History of England, from ' 
the Kail of Wolaey to tUo Dt'fcat of ‘ 

the S|>anUh Ainiadn. iSvoId. oach 3 G • 

The Spanish Story of the 

Armada, and other I'^^nya 3 0 ' 

Short Studios on Great Sub¬ 
jects. 4 vt>lh. . iMch 3 G . 

GREVILLE (C. C. F.). 

Journal of the Reigns of King 1 
George IV^ King William 
IV., and Queen Victoria. 
bToli. . . .... pacli 3 0 

KAYE (Sir J.) & MALLESON 
(Colonel), 

History of the Indian Mutiny 
ot 1857-8. 6 vola. ... cuuli 3 0 

MACAULAY (Lord). 

Complete Works. *All>nny* Edi¬ 
tion. With 12 rurtraiis. IS 

each 3 6 

Essays and Lays of Ancient 
Home, Ac. With Portrait uud 4 
Illustrations to the .3 6 

MERIVALE (Dean). 

History of the Romans under 
the empire. Brols. each 3 6 

SMITH (R. BOSWORTH). 

Carthage and the Cartha¬ 
ginians. Wltli Maps, Plans, Ac. 3 6 

POPULAR SCIENCE. 

HELMHOLTZ (HERMANN 
von). 

Popular Lectures on Scientific 
Subjects. With O') IilURlratio)i«. 

2 toj 8 .each 3 6 

foi^TZNTH Voi» I. The llclation of Natural 
Bcieocc to Science In Oonrral—Ou'tbv'R Scien¬ 
tific ItesearcbesoTlic Phyvinlngical C'hdrcb of 
Harmony in Music^loc and Olociors—The Tiitcr- 
aetlon of tlie Natural Forces Tlie Ruernt 
Frogms of theThoory of Vision—Tlte Coiisor- 
vatiou of Force—Ihi* Aim auil I'rogreiiB of 
Physical Bcimiea 

CoxTBMTH :~Vr>L. n. Gustar Hagnus. In 
ICemoriam—The Origin and Slgnifloatice of 
Oeometiical Axlous-The Relation of optics 
to Fainting-The Origin of the rianctary 
Byitem—Tbonght in M^iolne—Academic Free¬ 
dom In Oerznan (Tniverfitics—Hermann Ton 
Helmboltc : ao Autobiographical Sketch. 


POPULAR SCIENCE. 

CLODD (E.). .. d. 

Story of Creation: u Plain 
Ai'couiil of ETChitinii. With 77 
lllu-tniticns. 3 0 

PROCTOR (R. A). 

Leisure Readings. Hy n. A. 
rH(K*niu. Eiiw.iunCi.oiiii, AMiHKW 
Wiij-oN, Tiiomaa KnxTKH, and A. r. 
iUNYAi.n. With IlluKtrniioDs ..36 


Light Science for Leisure 
Hours. 

Myths and Marvels of Astro* 
nomy . 

Nature Studies 

Other Suua than Ours. 

Other Worlds than Ours 

Our Place among Infinities: 
n Serie« <-£ roiitraHting oiir 

1 irtir AIkmIo m Spneo and Time 
Mith the Infinities arnund uh 

Pleasant Ways in Science ..f 
Bough Ways made Smooth 
The Expanse of Heaven 

The Moon . 

The Orbs Around Us . 


3 0 

3 0 
3 6 
3 6 
3 0 


. 3 6 
.93 e 
3 6 
..3 6 
. 3 6 
..3 6 


STANLEY (Bishop). 

Familiar History of Birds. 

With 16U llluatriitioiiH .3 6 

WOOD (Rev. J. G.). 

Out of Doors. With 11 llhistraLlons 3 6 
Petland Revisited. With 3:t Ulus. 3 6 
Strange Dwellings. WithdOlllDa 3 6 

TRAVEL AND ADVENTURE. 

ARNOLD (Sir EDWIN). 

Seas and Lands. With 17 Ulus.... 3 6 

BAKER (Sir S. W.). 

Eight Years in Ceylon. With # 

JllustratiouH.3 6 

Rifle and Hound in Ceylon, 

With 0 Illustrations ... 8 0 

BENT (J. T.) 

The Ruined Cities of Masho- 
naland. With 117 lliustmtiuius.. 3 6 

BRASSEY (Lady). 

A Voyage m the * Sunbeam.* 

With U6 IllustnitioiiB .8 6 
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THE SILVER LIBRARY. 

' A bookbuyer might order the whole “ Silver Library " with absolute 
confidence that every volume would be worth preserving as first-rate 
English literature,’—IxPKrENDKNT. 


TRAVEL AND ADVENTURE. 


MISCELLANEOUS. 


FROUDE (J. A.). 


.. rf. I BAGEHOT (W.). .. r/. 

Iiiterary Studies. With Foitmik. 

H voU .each 3 6 

BARlNG-GOULD^Rev, S.). 

Curious Myths of the Middle 
Ages ..36 

Origin and Development of 
Religious Belief. 2 void. ..enck 3 6 

BECKER (W. A.). 

Chariclesj nr, IlhintralioDs of tL(» 
Fn\aLv‘ Life of the Audeut Greokb, 
With^c'CIllnstratioDi^ .3 6 

Gallus; or, Romftu Hooiira in the 

Tmiu of Aiii,'nst;ud. 26 3 6 

CHURCHILL (W. SPENCER). 

The Story of the Malakand 
Field Poroei 1897. With 6 
Maph and PUni .3 6 

CONYBEARE (Rev.W. J.) and 

HOWSON (Very Rev. J. S,). 

Lifo and Epistles of St. Paul. 

Wiiti 46 iLlUbtratious.3 0 

JEFFERIESL (R.). 

Field nnd Hedgerow. Witli 
Poitr.iu ... .3 6 

Hod Deor. l\Mh 17 Illu-itratioiw ... 3 0 

The Story of my Heart: My 

AiHubiOKiaplij. With Fonrait . 3 6 

The Toilers of the Field. 'WUh 
Ikirliait hum the iiuBt lu .'^.ilUbury 

CathcUruI 3 6 

Wood Magic: a j'siblr. Witli 
TroniNpioic and Vignette by 
K. V. B.3 6 

LANG ;A.1. 

Angling Sketches. ^V'ilh no lUns. 3 6 

Cock Lane and Common-Sense 3 6 

The Book of Dreams and 
Ghosts . 3 6 

Custom and Myth. Stiidlea of 

Kiitly Usage ai.d IMief .3 6 

Myth. Ritual and Religion. 

2 vola.7 0 


Ooe<ma; nr, England and bei Culouio. 

With u lllusbraUuiirt . ... 3 6 

HOWITT (W.). 

Visits to Remarkable Places. 

With HO lllU'.tiationb .3 0 


KNIGHT (E. F.). 

The Cruise of the ‘Alerte*: 
the Narmtlve o a b^areh for 
TiTHeiiFo on the iienert I of 
Trinidad. With 2 Map- and 26 
lllustrationn. 

The ’Falcon* on the Baltic: a 
C naating Voyage from ilutuiner- 
Ktnlth to Cnpciihageu in a Thrti*' 
Ton Yacht. With M.ip and 11 
llliiBtratioDB. 


3 6 


3 6 


Where Three Empires Meet: 

a Narmtife of Iraval in 

Ku^liiuir. Western 'iibet, Balti-tiin, 
UiigU. With a Mapaod Si Illii'>- 
trutloii^ .. 

Lsft (J, A.) and CLUTTER- 

BUCK (W. J.). 

B.C.1887, A Ramble in British 
Columbia. With Mapi us'iL 7!t 
Illii'-unnuiir< 

NANSEN (F.). 

The First Cvossine of Green¬ 
land. WiTii 1 1 .'lll’HtriniMi:. Ai>ii 
n .Map .. . 

STEPHEN (LESLIE). 

The Play Ground of Europe 

(The \\<tij 4 fLiu^tl>ttluu^ 


3 6 


3 6 


3 0 


3 G 


MENTAL, POLITICAL, AND 
ECONOMIC SCIENCE. 


BAGEHOT (W.). 

Economic Studies 

MACLEOD (H. D.). 

Elements of Banking 

MILL (J. S.). 
Political Economy... 
System of Logic 


3 6 

I 

3 0 j 

3 6 
3 0 


MILNER (GEORGE). 

Country Pleasures: the Chronicle 
of a rear clnelly in ii Garden 

ROSSETTI (MARIA F.). 

A Shadow of Dante 


... 3 6 


... 3 6 
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POPULAR NOVELS AND TALES. 


BY r. AN8TEY. 

The Black PoodlCi and other Stories. Price 
Sr. boa^l8: Sr. 6f/. cloth. 

BY THE EARL OF BEACDNSFIELD 

Vivian Orey. Lothair. 

Venetia. Tancrcd. 

Coningaby. Sybil. 

Alroy» Ixion, Ac. • 

Bndymion. 

The Young Duke, Ac. 

Contarini Flen^pgi Ac. 

Henrietta Temple. 

Price Ir. €d. each. 

THB HtraHENDEN EDITIOX. With 2 
Porkcalts and 11 Vipnettes. 11 voK 42r. 

EDITED BY ARCHIBALD BIRT. 

Castle Cevargaa: a Homnnee. Eetng a 
Plain Story of the Koniantlo AdvcntniTB 
of Tvo Brotherr. Told by tho Yuniiccr of 
Them. 6r. 

BY WIH8T0H 8PEHCER CHURCHILL 

Savrola. 6 j. 

BY L. DOUCALL. 

Beggars All. 3r. 6J. 

What Neceasiiy Knows. 6r. 

BY A. COHAH DOYLE. 

Micah (Clarke. 3r. G(/. 

The Captain of the Polestar, Ac. 3r.Cf/. 
The Refugees. 8>. 6d. 

The Siark-lfunro Letters. 3r. Cd. 

BY F. W. FARRAR, D.D. 

Darkness and Dawn; or, Scenes in the 
Days of Rero. 7r. Cd. 

Gathering Clouds: a Talc of tho Days of | 
St. Chrysostom. 7r. Gd. i 

BY EDITH H. FOWLER. 

The Young Pretenders: a Story of Child ; 

Life With IS Illustrations. 6r. ' 

The Professors Children. S4tnna. c«. 

BY M. E. FRANCIS (MRS. FRANCIS 

BLUNDELL), f 

Yeoman Fleetwood. 6r. 

■ ‘ ‘ — I 

BY 4. A. FROUDE. 

The Two Chiefs of D unboy. 8i. 0d. 

BY BRIT HARTE. ' 

lo the Carquines Woods, Ac. 3f. Bd, 

BY LADY MABEL HOWARD. 

The Undoing of John Brewster. Cr. 


BY H. RIDER 

Dawn. With IS IlIuHtrations. 8r. fij. 

The Witch's Head. With 16 Plus. 3r. 6d. 
She. With .‘IS Tlli»tratiuns. Sr. Gd. 

Allan Quatermain. With SI IIIub. Sr. 6rf. 
Colonel Quaritch, V.C. 3r.6d. 

ICaiwa’s Revenge. lr.6d» 

Mr. Meeaon'a Will. With 16 Ulna. dr. 6d. 
Allan's Wife. With 34 Illnatratioiu. 3r. Gd. 
Cleopatra. With 33 XUastratlons. 8i. 6d. 
Beatrice. 3r. 6d. 

Brie Brighteyes. Wltli 61 Jllas. 3r. 6d. 
Nada the Lily. With 28 Ulus. Sr. 6d. 
Montexuma's Daughter. Si Ulus. Sr. 6d. 
The People of the Miat. 16 Illaa 8r. &/. 
Joan Haste. With 30 lllurtratioiu. Sr. Gd. 
Heart of the World. With IS lUns. 3r. 6d. 
Doctor Theme. Sr. 6d. 

Swallow. With 8 lUnstrattoDS. 6r. 

BY H. RIDER HACCARD 

AND ANDREW UNO. 

The World’a Desire. Sr. 6d. 

BY ANTHONY HOPE. 

The Heart of Princess Osra. Or. 

BY JEROME K. JEROME. 

Sketches In Lavender: Blue and Green. 
Si. 6d. 


BY ANDREW LAND. ^ 

A Monk of Fife: a .^tory of the Days of 
Jouii of Arc. With 13 JUui. Si. 6d» 

BY 8. LEVETT-YEAT8. 

The Chevalier d'Auriac. 3r. Grf. 

A Galahad of the Creeka, and other 
Kcoriee. 6r. 

The Heart of Denise, and other Tales. 
With Krontlttidcce. Gr. 

BY EDNA LYALL. 

The Autobiography of a Slander, li. 
With 2U lUu^.tratlonBby Lakcxlot Spxkd. 
Sr. ad. net. 

Doreen, thu story of a Singer. 6r. 
Wayfaring Men : a Theatrical Story. 6r. 
Hope the Hermit. 6r. 

BY A. E. W. MA80N 

AND ANDREW UNO. 

Parson Kelly. 6r. 

BY HENRY 8ET0N MERRINAN 

Flotsam: a Story of the Indian klutiny. 
With Frontispiece and Ylgneita St. 6d. 

BY CARDINAL NEWMAN 

CallUta. 3i. Cd. 

Lost and Gain. 3a. 6d. 
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POPULAR NOVELS AND TALES. 


BY JAllES PAYH. 


The Luck of the Darrells. 
Thicker than Water. 

Pricf Is. C(/. eacli. 


BY ANTHONY TROLLOPE. 

The Warden. 

Barcheeter Towers. 

I’rioe Is. 6d. each. 


BY C. PHILLIPPS-WOLLEY, 

Snap. 3jr. G</. 


BY L. B. WALFORD, 

e 

The Intruders. 6«. 


BY WALTER RAYMOND. 

Two Men o’ Mendip. Ci. • 

No Soul above Money. Cs. 

BY EMILY E. READER, 

Priestess and Queen : a Tale of the White 
Rico of U.i'xi('o. llluatratod by £milv K, 
BvadIlu. 6« 


BY OWEN RH08C0MYL. 

The Jewel of Ynys Oalon. With 12 Illns- 
tratiooH by LA>CkLOT SrsBl). BJ. 

For the White Rose of Arno : n Story of 
the JaoobiteZiibingof 1746. 64 . 1 


Mr. Smith : a Farti Q|^te Life. 

The Baby's Grandmother. 

Cousins. 

Troublesome Daughters. 

Pauline. 1 Dick Nethcrby. 

The History of a Week. 

A Stiff-Necked Generation. 

Nan, and other Stories. 

The Mischief of Monica. 

The One Good Questr 

Iva Kildare: a Matrlmoulol Problem. 

* Ploughed/ end other Stories. 

The Matchmaker. 

Leddy Marget. 

Price 2s. 6d. each. 


BY ELIZABETH M. SEWELL, 

Herbert. Cleve Hall. 

OAtrude. Ivors. 

Ursula. Earl's Daughter. 

Home Life. After Life. 

The Experience of Life. 

A Glimpse of the World. 

Katharine Ashton. 

Margaret Percivat. 

Laoeton Parsonage. 

Prfoe iB. G'i. enoh, doth: 2s. each, gilt edges. 

BY WILLIAM 8TEBBINC 

Probable Tales. 4f. 6d. 

BY ROBERT LOUIS 8TEYEN80N 

The Strange Case of Pr. Jekyll and Mr. 

Hyde. Sewed li.; cloth, 1a. (i/. 

The Strange Case of Dr. Jekyll and Mr. 
Hyde, wi'b otiirr Fablti^. 3«. Gi/. 

More New Arabian Nights-The Dyna¬ 
miter. 33y UoBfc:iir Liuis mid 

Fanky van ]»b Uiurr bTKV£.NbON Sa iid. 
The Wrong Box. By IIobrrt Lolis 
SravENBUN and Llotd U&uuruNV. 

BY BERTHA VON 8UTTNER. 

Lay Down your Arms (Die WaO'en yuderV, 
I'lie Autobiography of Huitha von Tilling. 
1a €(/. 


BY MRS. WILFRID WARD. 

One Poor Scruple. 6 b. 

BY ALFRED E, T. WATSON. 

Racing and 'Chasing: n Collection of 
Sporting Stori'.'t. With 62 Ulus. 7s, Bd, 

BY STANLEY WEYMAN, 

Sophia. 6 a 

The House of the Wolf. 3 a Bd, * 

A Gentleman of France. 6 a 
T he Red Cockade. With Prontlapleoe and 
Tikfiiette. 6a 

Shrewsbury: a Romance of Uio Reign of 
- iTII. “ - 


William 


With 24 Illustration A 6a 


BY FRED WHISHAW. 

A Boyar of the Terrible: a Romance of 
the Court Itau the Cntcl, First T.,arof 
Jiupsia. With 13 lllu traiions. 6 a 

A Tsar's Gratitude: a Story of Uudim 
Rubsio. 6a 


BY G, J. WHYTE-MEIVILLE. 

The Gladiators. | Digby Grand. 
The Interpreter. General Bounce. 


The Gladiators. 
The Interpreter. 
Holmby House. 
Kate Coventry. 


Good for Nothing. 
Queen't Maries. 


Price Is. Bd. each. 


LONGMANS, GREEN, & CO., London, New York, and Bombay. 





THE EDIKBUHQH BEVIBW ADVEBTISBR. 


^Literature. . 

'the literary weekly J 9 URNAL. 


Published by 





arinus. 


I'ublislicd every Satavday, prioo Br/., and posted to any address in the U.K. at 
7 jf, Irf. per quarty or 28#. 2d. per annum; or to any foreign address at 7#. Id. per 
quarter, or i.'!, 10#. Id. per annum. May be ordered of any Newsagent, or of 

The Pcbusiiee, * LTXEttATruE,' Printing Houso St|uare, liOnd Jii, E.C. 


DINNEFORD’S 

MAGNESIA. 


A pure Solution, 

For Acidity of the Stomeoh. 

For Heartburn and Headaoht. 

For Gout and ZndlgoitfoB. 1 

Safest Aperient for delicate { 

Oonstltutions, Ladies,Children,and Infanti* I 
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NUMBER 68, APRIL. Royal 8vo. Price 6s. 
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CUOWNS. By Robkkt S. Bait. Tart J. 

THE UKLATIONS OF DEFOE AND IIAllLBY By TiloWAS JiATESOS. 
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I Basil Williams. Part J. 

I COLONEL CRADOCK'S MISSIONS TO EGYPT. By Professor Alfred 
I Sthrn. 

2. yotes and Hoottwcnfa.—Prehiflioric lonians. By Professor Bt'KY, Litt,D.—On 
some Poems attributed to Aldlielm. By Henry Bradley. —Tlie Domesday 
* Manor.’ By J. H. Bound —The Laws of Brotcuil. By Miss Mary 
Batjsuon. Part II.— The Constitutional I’osition of Coslmo de’Medici. By 
Mrs. H. M. Vgbnok. —Elizabethan Gleanings. By Professor Maitlakd, 
LL D. 11. Queen Elizabeth and Paul IV.—The Secret Articles of the Treaty 
of Amiens. By J. Holland Roek. —A List of Printed Churchwardens* 
Accounts. By Miss Elbbeth Philipph. 

S. Beviewt qf Books. \ i, Noiicea of Periodical PyhliaUio^ie. 

LONGMANS, GBEEN, & CO., London, New York, and Bombay, 


8pottU)eood€ A C'o. Prtntert, kevstrett Square, lenden* 



39 Paternoster Row> E.C. 
LONDOXf April ii, 1900. 

Mfssrs. LONGMANS & CO.’s 

QUARTERLY LIST. 


ANNOUNCEMENTS, 

Jit if an Corbett. 

The Successors of Drake. 

liy Julian Cokuett, Author of ‘Drake and the Tudor 
Navy’&c. With Illustrations. 8vo. \In the press, 

Ihis work is designed as a third and concluding vohtnu to the 
Alut/ior's '‘Drake and the Tudor Nitvyi and will carry the history of the 
ri’ie of Kngland as a m.zritifuc power down to the death tf filizaleth and 
the conclusion of the Spanish 11 ar, 

James Mackiuuou, Ph.D. 

I'he Historx’ of I^^dvvarcl the Third. 

]ly James Mackixnox, Ph.D. Lecturer on History in the 
University of St. Andrews; Author of ‘The Union of 
England and Scotland* &c. Svo. iSy. \Ready, 

‘Dr. Mvckinnon lias done ex- independent study of the authorities 
rellcnt work already in the field of fi»r the peiiod surveyed, and, in 
historical study, and this volume w ill shoit, is a thoroughly good book.’ 
.idd to his reputation, it is a work (;i.\s(;o\v l)Aiiv Mail 

ol distinct value, based on frc'^b and 

Jidmomi Kelly, M.A. 

Government; or H uman Evolution.— 

JUSTICE. By Edmond Kelly, M.A. E.G.S. sometime 
Lecturer on Municipal Government at Columbia University, 
in the City of New York; Author of ‘ Evolution and Effort.’ 
Crown Svo. yj, Gd, net. \Ready, 

T. Dunbar Ingram, LL.D. 

A Critical Examination of Irish History: 

being a Replacement of the False by the True. From the 
Elizabethan Conquest to the Legislative Union of 1800. 

' Hy T. Dunmsak I.\GR.\m, LL.D. .^uthor of ‘England and 
Rome ’ &c. \Jn the press. 

A 
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Charles Henry Pearson, Fellow of Oriel, 

and Education Minister in Victoria; Author of' National 
Life and Character.’ Memorials by Himself, his Wife, and 
his Friends. Edited by W. STEnniNt;, Hon. Fellow oi 
Worcester College, Oxford. With Portrait. 8vo. 

‘‘ [/« the press. 

J. H, Crawford. 

The Autobiography oT a Tramp. 

By J. H. Crawford. With a Photogravure Frontispiece 
and 8 other Illustrations. Crown 8vo. [/// preparation, 

Z,ae^' Ritssei/. 

Swallowfield and its Owners. 

By Constance, Lady Russell, of Swallowfield Placc. 
With Photogravure Portraits and other Illustrations. 8vo. 

[In preparation. 

This ancient park or chase in Berkshire 7iuis in the hands of the 
Crown from an eariy da/i% and its hisiofy is tonnccted with the names oj 
several kin^s and queens and princesses of England from Katherine,^ the 
diitnb child of Henry ///., to the six wi%*cs of Henry VliL Its tenants of 
less than kingly rank mclude the families of St, John^ Beauchamps Arundel^ 
and Dcspenceryamongsl a long tine of notableSy front Fitzoeberny of Domesday 
Booky to Governor Pitt of diamond fame. The park was a famous 
breeding ground for the king^s horses under Edward JJI Amongst the old 
descriptions of the place is one by John EvelyUy who planted some trees 
there, Horace Walpole visited Swaiiowjicldy and Lord Chatham spent his 
ho/idays there from Eton, 

The author of this book is the mother of the present owner^ Sir George 
A. C, Russclfy Barf 


IF. J. Ford. 

A History of Middlesex County Cricket. 

P'dited by W. J. Ford. With Photogravure Portrait of 

V. E. Walker. 8vo. [/« the press. 

^ ' 1 ... 

' J, Foster Lepine. 

The Ministers of Jesus Christ. 

Vol. II. A Study of the Ante-Nicene Christian Literature. 
By J. Foster Lefins, Vicar of Lamorbey, Kent. Cr. 8vo, 

[/« the press. 
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ZTbc Xibrari? of practical ffbeolodi?. 

Kdited by the Rev. W. C. E. Nfavbolt, M.A. Canon and Chancellor of 
St. Paul’s; and the Rev, F. E. Brighi'man, M.A. Librarian of the 

Pusey House, Oxford. 

TIVO NEW VOLUMES. 

Confirmation. 

By the Right Rev. A. C. A. Hall, D.D. Bishop of Vermont. 
Crown 8vo. 5r. [Remfy. 

The History of the Book of Common 

Prayer. By the Rev. LEIGHTON PULLAN, M.A. Fellow of 
St. John Baptist’s College, Oxford. Crown 8vo. Sj. 

[Ready, 

The Rev. F. JV. Puller. 

The Primitive Saints and the See of 

Rome. By F. W. Puller, of the Society of S. John the 
Kvangelist, Cowley. With a Preface by Edward, Lord 
Bishop of Lincoln. Third Edition, Revised and En¬ 
larged. 8vo. [In the press. 

Rev. Canon Newbolf, M.A. 

The Dial of Prayer: being Devotions 

for every Hour for these who would wish to live near to 
God. By the Rev. W. C. E. Neweolt, M.A. Canon and 
Chancellor of St. Paul’s. Small 8vo. 2 s. [Ready. 

Edited by the Rev. J. Estlin Carpenter, 
M.A. Loud, and the Rev. G. Harford-Battersby, 

M.A. Oxon. 

The Hexateuch according to the Re¬ 
vised Version arranged in its Constituent Documents by 
Members of the Society of Historical Theology, Oxford. 
Edited, with Introduction, Notes, Marginal References, and 
Synoptical Tables, by J. EsTLiN Carpenter, M.A. Lond. 
and G. Harford-Battersby, M.A. Oxon. 2 vols. 4to. 
(Vol. I. Introduction and Appendices; Vol. II. Text and 
Notes.) 36J. net. [In a fetv days. 
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By the Author of ‘ Charles Lowder! 

The Story of the Life of Dr. Pusey. 

By the Author of ‘ Charles Lowder.’ [In the press. 

*,* This Life is not nn abridgment of Dr. Liddoris work^ but an 
entirely independent memoir^ written at the earnest request of Dr. Pusefs 
daughter^ who desired that such a memoir should be published chiefly for the 
many who have nht time to study the four-volume Lifcy or means to possess 
themselves of it. All family letters belonging to her^ as well as those on 
public matters^ have been placed at the disposal of the writer of this memoir^ 
which has been written from original documents^ and deals more especially 
with the personal history and charai ter of Dr. Pusey. 

IV. be Gray Birch, LL.D. 

Ordinale Conventus Caulium: the Rule 

of the Monastic Order of Val-dcs-Choux in Burgundy. 
From tlie Original MSS. preserved in the Bibliothcqiie 
Nationalc, Paris, the Archives nf Moulins-sur-AlIier, &c. 
With an Introduction by W. De Guay BiRCir, LL.D. 
F.S.A. of the British Museum. Medium 8vo. 20J. net. 

\Rcady. 

Rev. Darivcll Stone, M.A. 

Outlines of Christian Doo^ma. 

By the Rev. Darwef.l Stone, M.A. Principal of the 
Missionary (.'ollege, Dorchester, Author of Holy Baptism,’ 
in the Oxford Library of Practical Theology. Crown Svo. 

[/« the press. 

The Rev. J. Gurnhill, M.A. 

The Morals of Suicide. 

By the Rev. J. Gurniiill, B.A. Scholar and Moral 
Science Prizeman of Emmanuel College, Cambridge. 
Crown 8vo. 6 j. [Ready, 

Professor Angelo Celli. 

Malaria, according to the New Re¬ 
searches. By Professor Angelo Celli, pirector of the 
Institute of Hygiene, University of Rome. Translated 
from the Second Italian Edition by John Joseph Eyre, 
M.R.C.P. L.R.C.S. Ircl. D.P.H. Cambridge. With Correc¬ 
tions and Additions made for this Translation by the 
Author, and an Introduction by Dr. Patrick Man.soN, 
Medical Adviser to the Colonial Office. [In the press. 
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Horace G. Hutchinson, 

The Book of Golf and Golfers. 

By Horace G. Hutchinson. With Contributions by 
Miss Amy Pascoe,- H. H. Hilton, J. H. Taylor, H. J. 
VVhigham, and Messrs. SUTTON & SO^S. With 
Portraits from Photographs. New and Cheaper Issue. 
Large crown 8vo. ;r. Ctd. net. \Ready. 

Contents.- I. Historical. IJy II. G. IIl'TCHIn.SON.— 2 . Golf as a 
tiame. Jly H. H. Hii.ton. 3 . Approaching. IJy J. II. T.\vi.ok.- 4 . How 
lol'raclise. Hyll. G. Hutchin.sun.-s. A I’orlrait Gallery, liy II. G. 
llL’T( Hi.vsOX.- 6. Golf in the United .States. By H. J. Wiiloiu.M. ■ 
7 . Ladies. By Amy Bennkt P.\sco 1 '..- 8 . Methods of I’lay. By 11 . ('.. 
HUTCHlNS()N.-y. I'ranic.'il Club-Making. By J. 11 . T.\Yi.OR.—to. Clubs 
and Balls. By II. G. IIuituin.son.-- 11. Laying-out and Up-kcep of 
Greens. By lllcssrs. .Si)i ]c»\ & .Sox.s, of Reading. Index. 


NEW ROMANCE BY STANLEY J. WEYMAN. 

Sophia: 

By Stanley J. Weyman, Author of' A Gentleman ol 
I'rance.' With Fronti-spicce. Crown 8vo. 0 ^. [A’m</i'. 

*,* This is n iitie of London IJff in the dovs of Ccorj;e LI. 

NEW BOOK OF STORIES BY H. RIDER HAGGARD. 

Black Heart and White Heart, and 

other Stories. By II. Rider IIa(;(;aki). With IIIus- 
trations. Crown 8vo. Cs. [/« fhe t>rm. 


Einkr Magnusson ami IVUHixm Morris. 

The Story of Grettir the Strong. 

Translated from the Icelandic by EirIkr Magnussok, 
Translator of ‘Legends cf Iceland’; and William 
Morris, Author of ‘ The Earthly Paradise.’ New 
Impression. Crown 8vo, 5^. net. {Nearly ready. 
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WORKS RECENTLY PUBLISHED. 

NEW BOOK BY MISS GERTRUDE JEKYLL 

Home and Garden ; Notes and 

Thoughts,^ Practical and Critical, of a Worker in Both. 
By Gertrude Jekyll, Author of * Wood and Garden.’ 
With 53 Illustrations fVom Photographs by the Author. 
New Edition. 8vo. los. 6 d. net 

‘ Another Surrey book showing in either housebuilding or garden- 
the delightful possibilities of life in making, this book is made up of the 
the most beautiful of the home most charming rural gossii), we feel 
counties.’— Daily Chronicle. that we have said all that is neces- 

* “ Home and Garden ” is not sary in favour of a really fascinating 
inferior to “Wood and Garden,” work.’— World. 
and all persons who own the one ‘Not the least latent cliarm under- 

will need the other. They reveal lying Miss Jekyll’s writings shall 
together one of the most interesting be found in the perfect but uncon- 
and attractive personalities to be scious portrait therein presented of 
found in recent literature.' herself. We take regretful leave of 

Acauemv. this accomplished lady, and hope, 
‘It is scarcely necessary to say amid those “things worth doing” 
that the garden is worthy of the which occupy her life, she may 
house which it surrounds, and when anon find a call to make just such 
we add that, in addition to the more another book as “ Home and Gar- 
useful suggestions for amateurs den.” Mornino Post, 

Ulick Ralph Burke, M.A. 

A History of Spain from the Earliest 

Times to the Death of Ferdinand the Catholic. By Ulick 
Ralph Burke, M.A. Second and Cheaper Edition. 
Edited, with additional Notes and an Introduction, by 
Martin A. S. Hume, Editor of the ‘Calendar of Spanish 
State Papers’ &c. 2 vols. Crown 8vo. idr. net 

'The standard history of early UucK BURKE’S “ Spain” is well • 
Spain.’— Literature. very well — worth having. The 

‘ The work is unquestionably the perfect book exists not. Burke, 
best history of early Spain e.\tant.‘ interpreted by Major Hume, is as 

Outlook. near the ideu as finite man can 
‘ In its new and improved form, come.’— Outlook (Second Notice). 

IK. Howship Dickinson, M.D. 

King Arthur in Cornwall. 

By W. Howship Dickinson, M.D. Honorary Fellow oi 
Gonville and Caius College, Cambridge. Crown 8vo. 4r. 
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Fridtjof Nansen, 

The Norwegian North Polar Expe¬ 
dition, 1893-1896: Scientific Results. Edited by Fridtjof 
Nansen. Volume I. With 44 Plates and numerous 

Illustrations in the Text. Demy 4to. 40r. net. 

Contents.— I. Colin Archer: The ‘Fram.’—«, J. I'. Pompeckj: 
The Jurassic Fauna of Cape Flora. With a Geological Sketch of Cape 
Flora and its Neighbourhood by^RiDTjOi' Nansen.— 3 . A. G. NATHORS'f: 
Fossil Plants from Franz Josef Land.— 4 . K. COLLE'lT and F. Nansen: 
An Account of the Birds.— 5 . G. 0. Saks : Crustacea. 

The aim of this Report {which will be published in English only) is 
to give, in a series of separate Memoirs, a complete account oj the scientific 
results of the Norweman Polar Expedition, 1893-18^. The whole work is 
estimated to form five or six quarto volumes, which it is hoped will be 
finished in the course of about two years. 

* One of the most significant facts of all European languages. The 
in connection with this publication work is published in English ; there 
is that the language in which the is not even a Norwegian edition, 
various memoirs are written is The illustrations are excellent, and 
I'inglish, that having been chosen include one beautifully coloured 
by Dr. Nansen because in his plate of that much-discussed bird, 
opinion it is the most international the Rose.ate Gull.’— Times. 

William A. Shaw, Litt.D. 

A History of the English Church during 

the Civil Wars and under the Commonwealth, 1640-1660. 
Uy William A. Shaw, LittD. Editor of ‘ The Calendar of 
Treasury Papers,’ Author of ‘ The History of Currency. 
2 vols, 8vo. 36r. 

‘’I'hib book of Dr. SUAW is the whether to admire the more his 
most important contribution we have industry or his severely judicial 

yet seen to the religious history of temper.’—C hristian World. 
the Commonwealth. We know not 


Evelyn Abbott, M.A, 

A History of Greece. 

By Evelyn Abbott, M.A. LL.D. Jowett Lecturer in 
Greek History at Balliol College. Fart III. From the 
Thirty Years’ Peace to the Fall of the Thirty at Athens, 
445-403 B.C. Crown 8vo. lor. 6(/. ■ 

tThe book is a sound and inexhaustible diligence and fertility 
painst^ing book. Everyone may in production.’— Speaker. 
congratulate .Mr. AuitoiT on his 
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HARVARD HISTORICAL STUDIES-i^o/. Ylll. 

The County Palatine of Durham: a 

Study in Constitutional History. By Gatllard Thomas 
Lapslev, Ph.D. 8vo. ios. 6 d. 

* English students ,are much in- hardly fail to take rank as the 
debted to the author of this volume, standtard book of reference on the 
a graduate of Harvard, for uhat can subject.’— Spfx'TATOK. 

NEW BOOK BY DEAN LUCKOCK. 

The special Characteristics of the Four 

Gospels. By Herbert Mortimer Lucko(’k, D.D. Dean 
of Lichfield. Crown Svo. 6s. 

‘I'liosewho make Lent a season ‘Besides being useful for study, 
for gathering instruction from the wc cannot think of any more helpful 
Word of (lod could hardly have a book, say for Lenten leadings, than 
better volume than this to which to thiN, and we trust it may have a 
devote themselves.' large circulation.’ 

Ciu'Kcii Timin. Sconisii Guardi w. 

NEW BOOK BY THE REV. CANON NEWBOLT. 

Words of Exhortation: Sermons preached 

at St. PauKs and Elsewhere, By the Rev. W. C. K, 
Newbolt, M.A. Canon and Chancellor of St. Paul’s. 
Crown Svo. 6 a*. 

. ‘Canon Nfavijoit is the worthy ! beauty of thought and spiritual sug- 
successor of Dr. Liddon, and we ) geslion.’ — firAKi»rA\. 
look to him before any other for ; 

/iev. C. H. Robinson, M.A. 

Studies in the Character of Christ. 

By CnARLlvs IlENKV RoiilNsoN, M.A, Canon Missioncr of 
Kipon ; Reader in Ilaiii a in the University of Cambridj;e, 
Crown Svo. 31. 6r/. 

' ‘A-popular apologetic lor L'hri:*- ‘ The addresses may well be re- 
tianity based on the character of garded as an illustration of one ot 
Christ is always useful if it is fair the best results ol the 0.\ford Move- 
and firm.' We cannot recall a better ment- namely, that it has led men 
source for a simple statement of the back to the portrait of the (lOspels. 
unanswerable argument.’ That is what Mr. RoniNsOK hAs 

. Expository Times. done, and it is a valuable piece of 

work.’—G uardian. 
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Marriage Addresses and Marriage 

Hymns, By the Bishops of I.ondon, Rociieste.k, 
Truro, the Deans of Rochester and Norwich, 
Archdeacon Sinclair,Canons Duckworth, Newbolt, 
Knox Little, Rawnslev, the Rev. J. Llewellyn 
Davies, D.D. the Rev. W. Allen Whitworth, &c. 
Edited by the Rev. O. P. Wardell-Yerburgh, M.A. 
Vicar of the Abbey Cliurch of St. Mary, Tewkesbur)'. 
Crown 8vo. 5 j. 

The Rev. Hon. Edward Lyttelton. 

Training of the Young in Laws of Sex. 

By the Rev. Hon. Edward Lyttelton, M.A. Head 
Master of Ilaileybury College; Author of ‘Mothers and 
Sons’ &c. Second Impression. Crown 8vo. 2x. net. 

* We cordially commend this little bold and sensible policy that we 
book to all parents and teachers, have seen.'— Litkraturk. 

and to all others who are in any way * ICvery parent should buy this 
roncemed with the upbringing and admirable little hook. They may 
I are of the y*mth of both sexes.' or may not agree with what it has 

Gi \M:nw Her.m.i). to say, hut they must be thankful 

‘Mr. Lv'iri:i;roN handles a very fur having had a question of supreme 
difficult and delicate subject with importance put to them so directly 
great skill and earnestness.’ that it is impossible for them to 

(lUAuni \N. delay any longer in coming to some 

* It is the most able plea for a decision on the matter.'--OriCDN. 

The Rev. R. M. Benson, M.A. 

The Followers of the Lamb: a Series 

of Meditations. Specially intended for persons livin^j 
under Religious Vows and for Seasons of Retreat, &c. 
By the Rev. R. M. Benson, M.A. Student of Christ 
Church, Oxford. Crown 8vo. 4s. 6d. 

The Rev. Canon Gore, D.D. 

The Church and the Ministry. 

By the Rev. Charles Gore, M.A. D.D. Canon of West¬ 
minster. Fourth Edition, Revised. With New Preface. 
Crown 8vo. 6s. net. 

• 

Mt will be generally recognised as towards Nonconformist bodiis in 
the best “apology* for the official rtfusing to acknowledge non-Fpisco- 
attitude of the Church of England pal orclinatioa,’— 
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Francis Paget, D.D. 

The Redemption of War: Sermons 

preached in the Cathedral Church of Christ. By FRANCIS 
Paget, D.D. Dean of Christ Church, Chaplain to the 
Queen’s Own Oxfordshire Hussars. New Impression. 
Crown 8 VO. 2s. net. 

AU proiiU netrutnp from the raZr of the hooht whether to the Author 
or tke PifbfltAeiv, irffi be eent fo the leord Mayof^o Tranoonat Wur ITrintf. 

C. T. Atkinson. 

M ichel de 1- H ospital: being the Lothian 

Prize Essay, 1899 . By C. T. Atkin.son, Fellow of Exeter 
College, Oxford; late Demy of Magdalen College. Crown 
8vo. 4 J. net. 

’.\n able and thoughtful as well gnaphers, and seldom gets justice 
.'IS an eminently readable study of a horn French historians. The book 
French statesman who has .been deserves the attention of all close 
quite neglected by English bio- students of French history.’ 

Scotsman. 

A. E. IV. Mason and Andrew Lang. 

Parson Kelly: a Tale of a Jacobite Plot. 

By A. E. W. AfASON, Author of ‘ The Courtship of Morricc 
Buckler’ &c.; and Andrew Lang, Author of ‘A Monk 
of Fife’ &c. With Frontispiece. New IMPRESSION. 
Crown 8vo. 6s, 

•,* T/i/s siory deals with the fortunes of an Irish parson^ without 
benefice.^ and a secret agent of the Pretender.^ in the early days of George I, 
The scenes are laid largely in England^ and the authors give pictures of 
Loftdon society attd of the varied intrigues of the time, 

' A brilliant novel.' and other fine ladies really were 

I\\ix Mall Gazette. witty, are the strong point of the 
* A book of more than coinmcm novel. Altogether the thing is that 
meriL’—SPECTATOR. rarity, a well-informed, pleasant, and 
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Art. 'Emchaiigp. of Notes between the United Kingdom 

and the United States of America providing for a Pro¬ 
visional Boundary between the Dominion of Canada and 
the Territory of Alasha near the Head of Lynn Canal, 
October 20,1899. Treaty Series, No. 19,1899. Presented 
to Parliamfent November 1899. 

2. The Alaskan Boundary, By the Hon. John W, Foster, 
Ex-Secretary of State of the United States. ‘ The 
National Geographic Magazine’ for November 1899. 
Washington. 

3. Alaska and the Klondike, 'B}' Anoelo Heilprin, 
P.R.G.S., r.G.S.A., Ppofessot of Gsologj^fl^e’.Academy 
of Sciences at PhUadhl^iia. London: 18ir9. ‘ 

^Fhe questions at js^'e between Great I^Mh and the 
United States in respect of the Alaska bonndary are 
not new„ though for many years the remoteness of the 
region, and the general ignorance which prevailed in regard 
to the character and resources of the disputed territory, 

* ented the subject from attracting attention outside a 
ow circle. Nor. eveu now can there be said to be much 
knowledge of it gone abroad, especially in the United 
States, whose press, for the most part, betrays a lack of 
acquaintance with the facts material to the controversy, 
quite incompatible witl^ its intelligent discussion. It may 
be useful, therefore, if we, in regard to a somewhat intricate 
matter, give, in a necessarily condensed form, an acconut of 
what is commonly known as the Alaska boundary question. 

The territory in'dispute is a strip of laud, so fay as at* 
present known of small inherent value, bosAering the north¬ 
west coast of America, between latitude 55° and 60°. No con- 
voii. oxoi, no. cccxcir. tr 
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siderable deposits of gold or other minerals have been found 
therein. The extremely rugged formation of the country 
renders intercommunication difficult. Its rivers are navigable 
only by steamers of light draught, while the climate is such 
that neither cereals nor fruits can be successfully cultivated. 
Indeed, with the exception of a week or so in the months of 
May and September, the sun rarely pierces the mantle of 
fog and mist which envelopes this inhospitable coast. 

This strip is deeply indented by inlets, one of which, called 
the Lynn Canal, forms the natural gateway to the newly 
discovered Canadian gold-fields of the Yukon. -In this 
circumstance lies the immediate importance of tho Alaska 
boundary controversy. Lynn Caijal, or channel, penetrates 
the mountains bordering the western coast and runs eighty 
miles into .the interior. At about sixty miles from the 
ocean it bifurcates, forming two inlets, the Chilkat and the 
Chilkoot, each receiving rivers at its head. The valleys of 
these rivers lead to the passes affording access to the British 
hinterland beyond. While the boundary line is contested at 
almost every point throughout its entire length, the interest 
of the question for the moment centres in the heads of the 
Lynn Canal. 

The United States claim that the international boundary 
runs round the heads of all inlets, including the Lynn Canal, 
and that, consequently, the three ports of Dyea, Skagway, 
and Pyramid Harbour, at the mouth of the Taiya, Skagway, 
and Chilkat rivers respectively, are within American terri¬ 
tory. The Canadians contend that the dividing line 
crosses the Lynn Canal within thirty miles from its mouth, 
leaving the whole upper part well within British jurisdiction. 
So long as the hinterland was believed to be valueless no one 
cared much how it was reached, but with the announcement 
of gold^ discoveries in the Klondike region the means of 
access thereto became at once an object of actual and presi^jjlg 
concern. 

In the year 1867 the United States purchased Alaska from 
Bussia for 1,440,0001. As manifestly -Bussia could only 
convey to the United States that of which she stood 
possessed at the date of sale, it •becomes important to 
ascertain on what her .title to Alaska was founded. This 
the treaty of cession itself discloses, for Article 1 declares 
that ' the eastern limit (of the territory of Alaska) is the 
' line of demarcation between the Bussian and the British 
*■ possessions in ^orth America as established by the con- 
* vention between Bussia and Great Britain of February 
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‘ 1825.’ Before quoting the language of the treaty, it may 
be well briefly to recall the circumstances which led to its 
negotiation. 

Scarce two hundred years have elapsed since the advance 
guard of the Cossack horde commissioned by Peter the 
Great to explore and conquer the north-eastern portion of 
Asia reached Kamschatka and penetrated to the shores of 
the Pacific Ocean. Within fifteen years thereafter the 
whole of this immense region was incorporated in the 
Russian Empire. These vast acquisitions served but to 
incite the ambitious Czar to further conquest. Yessels 
were built at Kamschatka by his command, and expeditions 
led forth by Behring, .Tchiricoff, and other explorers, 
planted the Russian flag at various places along the north¬ 
west coast of America. The Russian traders, who followed 
in their wake, speedily established trading posts on the 
Aleutian Islands, and gradually crept down the coast. 

At this period the most uncertain notions prevailed as to 
the nature of the connexion between America and Asia. 
To Captain Cook belongs the honour of having made 
known the true conformation of that distant shore and the 
relative proximity of the two continents. His journals, 
first published iu 178t-5, captivated public attention by 
their accounts of the numbers of fur-bearing animals in the 
waters and along the coasts of the North Pacific Ocean, 
and the high prices paid for their skins in China.* The 
excitement became contagions, and soon a host of rival 
traders—English, French, Portuguese, East Indian, and 
American—flocked to those northern seas. 

In 1799 an association of Siberian merchants was granted 
a charter hy the Emperor Paul, nndor the title of the 
‘ Russian American Company.’ To this association was 
given for twenty years the exclusive enjoyment of the 
i^M^-west coast as far south as the 55th degree of 
nOrbh latitude, in virtue of alleged discovery by Russian 
navigators. These privileges were subsequently confirmed 
and extended by the Emperor Alexander, under whose 
protection the power and influence of the Russian American 
Company, to which had been entrusted the control and 
management of the country, rapidly increased. 

This assumption of sovereignty on the part of Russia 
over that portion of the coast lying between the 55th 
and 60th degrees conflicted with prior claims of Great 
Britain and Spain to the same region.* The Russians, 
however, continued to encroach, and, not content with 
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claiming jurisdiction on laud, sought to extend their 
dominion over the sea as well. • 

On September 1821, the Emperor Alexander issued an 
imperial ukase, in which the whole west coast of America 
north of the 51st parallel was declared to belong ex¬ 
clusively to Russia, foreign ships being prohibited from 
approaching within 100 Italian miles oif the shore under 
penalty of confiscation. 

Great Britain and the United Stated at once protested 
against this assumption of exclusive sovereignty over the 
territories described in the ukase, as well as against the 
claim to a monopoly of navigation and trade within the 
maritime limits therein set forth. Out of this protest 
grew the treaty of 1825, by which Russia abandoned her 
extravagant pretensions as regards the high seas, and 
withdrew on land within the limits prescinbed in Articles 
III. and IV. of the treaty, which read as follows ;— 


* III- La ligne de demarcation entre lea pos'^easions des Hautes 
Parties Contractantes sur la cote du continent ct lea ilea de I’Amdritjue 
nord-ouest. 43era traccc ainsi qn'il suit: 

* A ]mrtir da point le plus meridional de Tile dite Prince of Wales, 
lequel point se trouve sous la parall6le du 54^ degre 40 minutes de 
latitude nord, et entre le 131^ et le 133^ degr^ de longitude ouest 
(m^ridien du Greenwich), ladite ligne remnntera au nord le long de la 
passe dite Portland Channel, jusqu’au point de la terre ferme ou elle 
atteint le 56° degre de latitude nord; de ce dernier point la ligne de 
demarcation suivra la crete dos montagnes situies parall^lement 4 la 
cote, jusqu’au point d*interBection du 141° degre de longitude oucst 
(mSme meridieti); et finulement, dudit jioint d’intersection, la meme 
ligne meridianne du 141° degre formera, dans son prolongoment 
jusqu’a la Mer Glaciale, la limite entre les possessions Kuases et 
Britanniques sur le continent de TAm^rique nord.ouest 

* IV. II est entendu, par rapport it la ligne de demarcation d^ter- 


min6e dans I* Article precedent; 

* 1. Que rile dite Prince of Wales appartiendra tout entiereJ^ 
Russie: Wf 


* 2. Que partout oil la Crete des montognes qui s’etendent dans une 
direction parall^Ie a la c6te depuis le 56° degro de latitude nord au 
point d'intersection du 141° degr6 de longitude ouest, se trouveroit it 
to distance de plus de 10 lieues marines de I'ocdan, la limite entre 
lea possesuons Britanniques et to lisifere *de odte mentionn^e ci-dessua 
comme devant appartenir ii to Russie, sera form^e par une ligne 
parallile aux sinuoaitds de to cdte, et qui ne pourra jamais en Stre 
41oiga4e que de 10 lieues marines.’ 


The questions at issue between Great Britain and the 
United States ttAb upon the interpretation of the language 
of this treaty of 1825 
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For many jears after its discovery the chief interest in 
the north-west coast of America lay in its maritime wealth. 
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comparatively littie importance being attach^ by England 
or Enssia to the delimitation of their respective jurisdictions 
on land. The whole negotiations which led to the treaty of 
1825 grew out of an attempt on the part of Eussia to circum¬ 
scribe the sea:— 

* So entirely and absolutely true is this proposition/ writes Mr. 
Canning, who as Foreign Minister had charge of the negotiations, 

‘ that the settlen^nt of the limits of the resfiectiye posseasions o£ 
Great Britain and Kiissia on the north-west coast of America was 
proposed by us only as a mode of facilirating tho* adjustment of the 
difference arising from the ukase by enabling the Court of Russia, 
under cover of the more comprehensive arrangement, to withdraw, with 
less appearance of concession, the oiTensive pretensions of that edict. 

‘ It is comparatively indifferent to us whether we hasten or post¬ 
pone all qui Btions resf)ect-iug the limits of territorial possession on 
the continent of America, but the pretensions of the Russian ukase 
of 1821 to exchisive dominion over the Pacific could not continue 
longer unrepeuled wltliout compelling Us to take some measure of 
public and effectual renionstrance against it.’ 

This indifference to the ascertainment and settlement of 
the boundaries between the British and Russian possessions 
accounts for the fact that no survey of the north-west coast 
of America was undertaken for nearly a century after its 
original exploration by Vancouver, during the whole of which 
period that discoverer's charts remained the standard and 
indeed the only original authority. 

Such was the state of affairs regarding Alaska when, in 
March 1807, it was announced that Eussia had ceded her 
North American possessions to the United States. The 
negotiations were conducted with the utmost secvecy, and 
nothing was known of the transaction in America until the 
issue of the President's proclamation summoning an extra 
session of the Senate to consider it. The motives for the 
were subsequently declared to be the small value and unpro¬ 
ductive nature of the territory, the cost of its protection and 
maintenance, and the desire of Russia to be rid of a possession 
which at some future time might involve her in difficulties 
with the United States. To these reasons her Majesty’s 
Minister of the day at Washington opined should be added 
a secret hope of possible complications between England 
and the United States which the extension of the latter’s 
jurisdiction to the north of British America might entail. 
This was afterwards openly stated by Charles Sumner, who, 
in his speech in Congress on the cession, suggested that in 
parting with Alaska Eussia was moved by considerations 
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similar to those which had influenced N^apoleon in the sale 
pf Lotiisiansr^that he was glad thereby 'to establish for 
' ever the power of the United States^ and give to England a 
' maritime rival destined to humble her pride/ 

With the transfer of sovereignty to the United States 
passed also the policy of neglect and indifEerence which had 
characterised Bussia’s possession of Alaska. When in 1872, 
shortly after the discovery of gold in the Cassfiar district of 
British Columbia, her Majesty’s Government, at the instance 
of the Canadian Ministiy, suggested to the United States 
the expediency of delimiting the boundary between Alaska 
and British Columbia, Mr. Fish, then Secretary of State, 
replied that, whil^lie was satisfied as to the^ expediency of 
the proceeding, he feared that Congress might not be willing 
to vote the necessary appropriation. His surmise proved 
well founded, for in the following year a bill to provide for 
the cost of a joint survey, which had been recommended by 
the President in bis annual Message, failed to pass. The 
amount asked for was about SOO,0()OZ. Owing to the disin¬ 
clination on the part of Congress to provide the means 
necessary for the delimitation of the whole boundary, or 
indeed of any part of it, the question remained in abeyance 
for some years. In 1885 it was revived by President 
Cleveland, who, in bis Message to Congress, suggested for 
the first time the idea, subsequently developed by Messrs. 
Bayard and Phelps, that the descriptive portions of the 
treaty of 1825 were founded upon erroneous conceptions of 
the natural features of the country, and that consequently 
the line contemplated by the negotiators was impracticable 
of location. The recommendation by the President of a 
preliminary survey, with a view to the adoption of' a more 
' convenient line,’ was frustrated' by Congress, which again 
declined to make the necessary appropriations, and it was* 
net until 1892 that an agreement was reached between 
Great Britain and the United States for the appointment of 
a Survey Commission, having for its object the ascertain¬ 
ment of facts and data necessary to the permanent delimita¬ 
tion of the boundary line in accordance with the spirit and 
intent of existing treaties. This agreement was embodied 
in a convention, under which each Government appointed 
commissioners, who on the last day of the year 1895 sub¬ 
mitted their joint report, together with elaborate maps and 
photographic views indicating the topographical features of 
the country, but unaccompanied by any recommendation as 
regards the boundary. 
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The limit to the Bussian posseBsions on the continent of 
America established bj the treaty of 182^ is in f^art % 
natural boundary and in part a meridian line. - From the 
head of Portland Canal it follows the summit of the moun¬ 
tains situated parallel to the coast (subject to an altenatire 
proyiso to be considered hereafter) as far as the intersection 
of the same by the l-tlst degree of west longitude, and 
thence along that meridian to the Polar Sea. The negotia¬ 
tions we have been considering related to the sonth-eastern 
or natural boundary of the coast strip. 

Meanwhile the miners of Cassiar were pushing their way 
northward through the mountain passes :£nd down the valley 
of the Yukon river, in' certain sm^l tribufUries of which, as 
far back as 1886, deposits of.gold had been found. Several 
of these streams, notably ‘ Forty Mile Creek,’ were known 
to be crossed by the 141st meridian, though no one could 
say exactly where the line ran. As its ascertainment was a. 
matter of urgency, the Canadian Government in the summer 
of 1887 sent out surveyors 'who astronomically determined 
the points of intersection both with respect to the Yukon 
and to Forty Mile Creek. Two years later the United States 
Coast and Geodetic Survey despatched a party on a similar 
mission. The result of their observations at the Yukon 
differed about 600 feet from that of the Canadian survey, 
but at Forty Mile Creek the two very nearly coincided. 
Nothing farther was done for some years, when on the eve 
of the Klondike discoveries the United States Government 
proposed, with respect to this survey, that where discre¬ 
pancies occurred between the I'esults of American and 
Canadian experts as to the correct geographical co-ordinates 
of one and the same point, a position midway between the 
two locations should be adopted. Canada accepted this offer 
4o ‘ split the difference.’ She also agreed to a characteristic 
proposal of the United States Government made at the satile 
time. Near the intersection by the 141st meridian of the 
mountains parallel to the coast. Mount St. Elias rears its 
lofty crest full 18,000 feet above the level of the sea. As the 
highest mountain on the American continent, it should as a 
matter of course, in the estimation of the good people of the 
United States, have been situated within their borders 
Unluckily for them, it stauds more than two miles east o{ 
the 141st meridian, and is thus indisputably within British 
territory. Canada vras invited to repair this oversight on 
the part of nature by consenting to a deflection ^ the 
southern portion of the line so as to make it range with the 
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summit of Mount St. Elias, thus sharing possession of this 
great landmark. She smilingij acquiesced, and in so doing 
gave a farther proof of her good-wiU. 

Early in th^ year 1807 a convention embodying these 
concessions v is signed at Washington by the representatives 
of the respective Powers. Unfortunately this treaty failed 
to obtain the necessary ratification by the United States 
Senate. It accordingly fell to the ground, ^d the line of 
the 14l8t meridian remains unsettled to this day, save so far 
as the common sense of the people in the localities through 
which it passes has accepted and recognised a conventional 
division between British and American territory. 

In view of the difficulty experienced in reaching an agree¬ 
ment as to the determination of a meridian line, with respect 
to which one would think there could be no possible room 
for difference of opinion, it is not surprising that the south¬ 
eastern boundary, depending as it does upon the obscure 
language of the treaty of 1825, should furnish abundant 
material for controversy. 

A reference to Articles III. and IV. of the treaty of 1825, 
quoted above, shows that the line, starting from the 
southernmost point of> Prince of Wales Island, is to ascend 
to the north along the channel called Portland Channel 
until it reaches the 50th degree of north latitude, from 
which point it is to follow the snuimit of the mountains 
sitnated parallel to the coast as far as thoir intersection by 
the 141st meridian, provided these mountains are within ten 
marine leagues from the ocean. Should the mountains at 
any point prove to be more than that distance from the 
ocean, then the limit shall be a line parallel to the windings 
of the coast, from which it sliiill n9ver be farther distant 
than 10 marine leagues. 

» Having ascertained the southernmost point of Prince of 
Wales Island, one is suddenly confronted by the fact that 
between it and Portland Channel sixty miles of open ocean 
intervene. Furthermore, Portland Channel lies almost due 
east from the sonthernmost point. How then is the lino 
joining the two to ascend to the north 9 Again, the line is 
to ascend to the north along Portland Channel, until it 
strikes the 56th degree of north latitude. Bat Portland 
Channel does not attain to latitude 56, and there is no 
provision mode for the course the line is to take between 
the head of the channel and the point where the mountains 
situated parallel to the coast are crossed by that parallel. 
Then follow the all-important questions, (1) which are tlie 
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mountains situated parallel to the coast ? an^ (2) what is 
the coast ? 

Without pursuing the inquiry too minutely br enter¬ 
ing into many of its details, it is proposed to set down 
here briefly the British and American interpretations 
of this treaty, in so far as their respective contentions can 
be ascertained from the published views and utterances of 
public men iu*Canada and the United States, for neither 
Government has as yet given out an official statement of its 
claim. 

Fortunately for our purpose, however, the Honourable 
John W. Foster, ex-Secretary of State of the United States, 
and a member ef the International Joint High Commission, 
has taken the somewhat unusual course in a plenipotentiary, 
during the progress of a negotiation in which he is engaged, 
of contributing to a magazine an article- and a very full 
and interesting article it is- -on the subject of the Alaska 
boundary. In view of General Foster’s recognised position 
as a high authority on the subject of which he treats, this 
paper must be deemed to be an authentic, if informal, pre¬ 
sentation of the case of the United States Government. 

While no British commissioner has been so considerate 
as General Foster in this respect, Canada’s claim can never¬ 
theless be stated here with all needful accuracy. 

At the outset it may be observed that there exists a very 
general agreement to the effect that the negotiators of the 
treaty of 1825 relied largely upon Vancouver’s charts and 
the narrative of his voyages for their information respect¬ 
ing the X’h^'sical features of the country with which they 
found themselves called upon to deal. Both parties concur in 
holding Cape Muzon to*be the southernmost point of Prince 
of.Wales Island, though, as a matter of fact, it is not on 
Prince of Wales Island at all, and both acknowledge that* 
the body of water to-day known as Portland Canal is, 
despite the erroneous description in the treaty, the channel 
along which the line is to ascend. Here, however, agree¬ 
ment ends. The United States holds that the line should 
enter Portland Channel by what since 1853 has been known 
as Portland Inlet, which is a part of the waters named by 
Vancouver ‘ Observatory Inlet.’ The British contention is 
that the Portland Channel of the treaty is the channel so 
marked on Vancouver’s charts and described in bis narrative 
iu terms that leave no doubt as to the body of water to 


* The National Geographic Magazine, November, 1899. 
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which he int^ded them to apply. The deflection desired 
by the United States wunld give to that Power the principal 
islands lying at the entrance of Portland Canal, and thereby 
the command not merely of tlie inlet, bat also of the 
harbour of Port Simpson in British Columbia, which, by 
reason of its natural advaxxtagos, is destined to become an 
important commercial and strategic point. 

In support of this claim it is argued on tlie side of the 
United States that the line, departing from the southern¬ 
most point of Prince of Wales Island, should follow alofig 
the parallel of 54" 40', which would bring it in at the mouth 
of Observatory Inlet. They base their contention on the 
fact that this latitude is expressly mentioned in the treaty 
in connexion with the point of commencement, and they urge 
that the reason of the omission to state that the boundary 
should proceed along that parallel is that the repetition was 
considered unnecessary. 

The Canadians reply that .when iu the course of the 
negotiations of 1823-5 Itussia was forced to abandon her 
extravagant pretensions put forward in the ukase of 1821, 
she took her stand upon tlic charter of the Emperor Paul, 
and claimed down to 55’^. To that line she stubbornly 
adhered throughout. Inasmuch, however, as the parallel of 
55" cuts Prince of Wales Island near its southern extremity, 
the ftussian plenipotentiaries proposed that the portion of 
the island below that line should be included in the Bussiati 
possessions. In order to effect this result the starting point 
was flxed at the southernmost point of Prince of Wales 
Island, which happens to be in latitude of ^4" 40'. Thus 
the extension to 54" 40' was merely a local exceptioi^to tit 
a particular case. For similar reasons of convenience the 
continental Hue was carried south a few minutes of latitude 
to Portland Canal, which affords the first natural boundary 
on the continent south of 55". 

There can be little doubt from the text of the treaty that 
. the southernmost point of Prince of Wales Island and not the 
parallel of latitude was intended as the point of beginning. 
The geographical co-ordinates are given for the purposes of 
identification merely. If they were intended to govern, the 
wording would be different, for the definition of a point by 
geographical co-ordinates must be by the intersection of two 
lines, and not by a parallel of latitude and two meridians 
seventy-five miles apart. Seeing that the line is to ^ ascend 
^ to the noiib,’ a claim that it is first to run sixty miles due 
east along a parallel of latitude seems manifestly untenable. 
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Cauada also contends thaty haviog determined the point of 
depofture (Cape Muzon) and also the place on^he continent 
where the boundary strikes the coast (the mouth of Van- 
couTer’s Portland Channel), it is agreeable to the rules of 
legal construction to hold, in the absence of any specific 
directions, that the line joining these two points should take 
the shortest way, which is 4 iot a parallel of latitude, but 
along the arc df a great circle. 

Following the same rule of interpretation Canada maintains 
thl.t the head of Portland Canal and the point where the 
56th degpree crosses the mountains situated parallel to the 
'coast within ten marine leagues from the ocean, should be 
joined by a straight line. * 

The treaty continues: 

‘ De ce dernier point’ (that is, the intersection of the mountains by 
the .OGth parallel) ‘ la ligne de demarcation siiivra la crete dcs 
moutagaea situees parullclcmenb ii la coto, juaija’an point d'intersection 
du 1-11° degru de longitude oueat.’ 

The difBculty here lies in the fact that this whole region is 
highly mountainous. There exists not one range, but many, 
rising one behind^he other in irregular fashion, connected 
in many places by spurs, the whole forming more or less .a 
confused jumble of mountains. 

The United States, according to General Foster, takes 
the ground that the treaty of 1825 was framed in the light 
of imperfect geographic knowledge; that the mountain 
range depicted on VancouTer’s maps as almost bordering 
the cohst has no existence in fact; that there is* no con¬ 
tinuous rang^or chain at all, and that consequently it is 
nece 8 |p,T 7 to fall back upon the alternative provision of 
Article lY., under which they claim that the boundary line 
should be everywhere ten marine leagues inland from the 
coast, the distance Jjeing measured from the head of tide 
water round all the inlets. It will be observed that the 
United States read this clause as if it meant that the 
boundary line is to be * everywhere not less than ’ instead of 

* nowhere more than * ten leagues from the sea. • 

The British claim is that by the crest of the mountains 
situated parallel to the coast is meant the tops of the 
mountains nearest the ocean. Great Britain denies the 
necessity for a continuous ‘ range ’ or ‘ chain,’ and points 
out that neither word occurs in the treaty. The word' 

* parallel,’ it holds, is not to be taken in its strict geometrical 
sense as implying equidistance. It is unnecessary to search 
for mountains which are all at precisely the same distailce 



1000. 


The Alaska Boundary* 


291 


from the coast, for Article IV. of the treaty contemplates 
the possibility of these mountains being sometimes' ^ore 
and sometimes less than ten marine leagues therefrom. It 
is a natural fact that mountains from 3,000 to 5,000 feet 
high lying within 6ve or six miles of the sea border the 
coast throughout its entire length. When it is borne in 
mind that Vancouver had no ^knowledge of the interior 
country, his observations having been made from his ships, 
it does not seem unreasonable to suppose that the mountains 
depicted on his charts are those seen from the sea as fringiflg 
the coast line, to the serrated appearance of whose tops, 
heightened by their irregularity of outline, the word * crest * 
is peculiarly applicable. Canada holds th^se to be the 
mountains of the treaty. She maintains that in delimiting 
this boundary the summit ridge of each of these mountains 
should be taken, and the valleys, between crossed by straight 
lines from crest to crest, whether they contain streams, rivers, 
or such arms of the sea as do not form part of the oceai). 

Thus, while Canada seeks to restrict her neighbour to a 
narrow strip of sea coast, having an average breadth of 
perhaps four or five miles, the United States claim an 
extensive tract of country running back in some places 
more than a hundred miles. In the presence of such widely 
conflicting claims recourse is naturally had to the negotia¬ 
tions which led up to the treaty of 1825. These negotiations 
were carried on at the outset between Sir Charles Bagot, 
British Ambassador at St. Petersburg, acting under instruc¬ 
tions of George Canning, at that time Foreign Secretary, 
and Count Nesselrode, then Bussian Minister of Foreign 
Affairs. Subsequently Sir Charles Bagot was replaced by 
Stratford Canning, by whom the treaty was concluded.* . 

The correspondence between these statesmen contains 
a good deal to support the British contentiqn that the 
boundary follows the summit of the mountains nearest the 
sea. Throughout the whole of their*negotiations it is quite 
clear that Bussia’s paramount desire was to preserve for her 
establishments on the islands a monopoly of trade with the 
coast Indiana, and with that object in view she strove to 
keep back the British by barring their access to the ocean.- 
Nothing could so effectually serve this purpose ae^a range 
of mountains, and therefore we find Nesselrode at an early 
stage of the proceedings suggesting that the line 

* remonteroit le long de ces montagnes parallelement aux siauositea 
de la cote, jusqu'^ la longitude du 139** degrd (mfridien de Londrea), 
degre dont la ligne de prolongation vers le nord formeroit la limite 
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ultdrieure entre les posRCBaionB Russes et Angloises au nord, comme & 

rest.* . • 

And lie frankly goes on to say: — 

* Le motif principal qui force la Kussie a insister sur la souverainet^ 
de la lisiere indiqueo plus baut sur la terre ferme depuis le Portland 
Canal juaqu’au point d'interscction'du 00° avec le 139° de longitude, 
e’est que, privee de cc territou’e, 'la Gompagnie RusHe-Amcricaine 
n’auroit aucun Aio}’en de soutenir les Etablisseinens qui seroient d6s 
lore sans point d’appui, ot qui ne pourroient avoir aucune Bolidit('^’ 

With the width, of the strip he does not appear to have 
been specially concerned; for, writing to Count Lieven, 
Kussian Ambassador in London, he observes with reference 
to the above pBoposal: — 

‘ Cette proposition ne nous assuroit qxiunc. etroile Imire’^ sur la 
cote m^me, et elle laissoit aux Etablissemens Anglois tout reEqmce 

necessairc pour se multiplier ot s’^^tendre.’ 

% 

And in their second written offer the Russians propose as 
the eastern boundary 

a 

‘ la chatne de montagnes qui suit d une petite distance * les 
simiOBit^B de la cote.’ 

The Hudson’s Bay Company, to whom this proposal was 
referred by Canning, expressed their general agreement 
thereto, but in respect of the question of the eastern 
boundary the Governor observed :— 

* They beg me, however, to suggest the expediency of some more 
definite demarcation on the coast than the supposed chain of moun¬ 
tains contiguous to it, and they conceive there can be no difficulty in 
arranging this point from the expression in the proposition of the 
Russian negotiators: ‘Ha chatne des moiitagnes qui sont ii une trds 
petite distaficef des sinuositc^s de la cote.” ’ 

Adopting this suggestion. Canning instructed Bagot to take 
as the line of demaiscation 

‘ a line < . . through Portland Channel, till it strikes the mainland 
in latitude 56, thence following the sinuositieB of the coast, along the 
base of the mountains nearest the sea* to Mount Elias, and thence 
along the 139th degree of longitude to the Polar Sea.* 

.And in the draft projet enclosed he embodies tbe same idea 
in different words;— 

‘ From this point it shall be carried along that coast, in a direction 
parallel to its windings, and at or within the seaward base of tbe 

* In the original these words are not italicised, 
t These words are italicised in the original. 
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mountains hy which it is houndtd^^ as far as the 139th (degree of 
longitude west 9 f the said meridian*’ 

This projet having been communicated to Count Lieven, 
the Bussian Ambassador took exception to the line following 
the base of the mountains instead of the summit^ pointing 
out that, in view of the limited knowledge of the geographical 
features of the north-west coast available, it might turn out 
that the mountains forming the boundary reached bj an 
imperceptible slope to the water’s edge. So well did Count 
.Lieven understand the British proposal that he was appre¬ 
hensive lest the boundary line might actually coincide with 
the coast. To obviate that possibility he suggested that the 
crest of the mountains—the same mountains, be it observed 
—be taken instead of the base. 

Canning ultimately agreed to this, but, commenting upon 
a new move of the Bussians, qualified his assent by insisting 
that tlie mountains should be the boundary only where they 
did not extend more than ten leagues from the coast, other¬ 
wise, said he, foreseeing tlie inaccuracy of the maps before 
them, ‘ we might be assigning to Bussia immense tracts of 
‘ inland territory where we only intended to give, and they 
^ only intended to ask, a strip of sea-coastJ * 

This is his final instruction to Stratford Canning. At the 
conclusion of the negotiations Stratford Canning writes:— 

‘ The line of demarcation along the strip of land on the north-west 
coast of America assigned to Kussia is Laid down in the Convention 
agreeably to yonr direciiom^*^ notwithstanding some difficulties niised 
on thlfi point, as well as on that which regards the order of the 
articles by the Kussian plenipotentiaries.’ 

In acknowledging the receipt of this communication, Mr. 
Canning says:— 

^ Having laid tlicm ’ (the despatches transmitting the Convention) 

‘ before the King, I have received his Majesty’s commands to express 
his Majesty’s jtarticiilar satisfaction at the conclusion of the treaty 
respecting the Pacific Ocean and north-west coast of America in a 
manner so exactly conformable to your instructions* and to direct you 
to express to the Russian Government the pleasure which his Majesty 
derives from the amicable and chneiliatory spirit manifested by that 
Government in the completion of this transaction.’ 

• 

While it is true that the limiting words ‘ by which it is 
* bounded,’ which appear in the earlier draft furnished by 
Canning to Bagot, are not found in the final projet sent to 
Stratfo^ Canning, their equivalent,' seaward base,’ never- 


* Tn the original these words are not italicised. 
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theless, was contained in the latter’s instructions, to which 
the treaty. Canning himself testifies, ‘ so exactly ’ conformed. 

All this, while militating against the American claim to 
an extensive lisieref leaves unresolved the cardinal inquiry, 
what did the negotiators mean by the coast? Did they 
intend that the strip of land to be given to Russia should in> 
elude and pass round all the inlets from the ocean, or, when 
they employed^ the terra ‘ cote,’ did they mean thereby the 
broad outlines of the continental shore ? 

The Fourth Article speaks of the line of coast which is to, 
.belong to Russia, and provides that whenever the mountains 
which by the Third Article are made the boundary ^ prove to 

* be at a distance of more than ten marine leagues from the 

* ocean/ an artificial line should be drawn as the boundary, 
parallel to the windings of the coast, but never exceeding the 
distance of ten marine leagues therefrom. The minimum 
distance at which such line should be drawn from the coa'St 
or ocean is not stated. That probably would be determined 
by the distance from the coast where the mountain range 
which formed the boundary ceased. But the maximum 
distance is clearfy indicated, and by using the words ^ coast ’ 
and ‘ ocean ’ indifferently to express the shore, or waters, 
from w'hich the ten maVine leagues were to be measured, it 
may fairly be argued that the negotiators of the treaty 
understood the word ‘coast’ to refer to the coast of the 
ocean as distinguished from the coast or shore of inlets 
running up into the interior, such as Taku Inlet or Lynn 
Canal. 

The evolution of this word ‘ocean ’ is worth examination. 

Tn the* early stages of the negotiations. Sir C. Bagot 
speaks of a line ‘ toujours u la distance de dix lieues 

* rivage.* * A draft projet was subsequently furnished Bagot 
by Canning, Article II. of which reads: — 

* De ce point elle sulvra cetto cute panillelement h ses Blnuosites, et 
sous on dans la bsHo vers la mer^ dea montngnefi qni la bordont, 
jusqn'aii 139^ degre de longitude ouest dudlt zncridien.' 

Sir C. Bagot failed to reach an agreement, and quitted St. 
Petersburg. 

He was succeeded by Stratford Canning, who bore with 
him a new draft convention. Article III. of which provides:—* 

* If the summit of the aforesaid mountains shall turn out to be in 
" any part of their range at more than the distance of 10 marine leagues 

from the Pactfickf* then that for that space, &c.’ 

' * In the original these words are not italicised. 
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Thus we fiud the original word * rivage,* which is 
applicable to any body of water, exchanged for * mer.’ 

‘ Mer,* which might be held to apply to salt water generally, 
becomes in turn ‘ Pacihek * in the projet of IDecember, while, 
as if to make the matter quite sure, the ‘ Facifick ’ of the 
draft is changed into the ^ Ocean ’ of the treaty. 

That the heads of inlets many miles inland could correctly 
be designated as the Facifick * or the * Ocean^ was evidently 
foreign to the mind of Count Nesselrode when, writing to 
Tiieven, he referred to the Portland Canal, 

* dont remboucbui^ dans rOce^n est a In hauleur dc Tile du 

Prince de Gnlles et Torigine dans loa terres entre le 55'' ot 50° de 
latitude.” * 

The entrance to the canal is on the coast—the head is 
within the continent. Again :— 

* On ne peut ofiectivement assez lo repeter, d’apros le temoignage 
des cartes lea plus recentes, TAngleterre no posKede aucun Etablisse- 
ment ni & In hauteur du Portland Canal nl au hord memc do 
rOedan.” 

And this point is still more clearly brought out in the counter 
draft of the Russian plenipotentiaries, wherein, alluding to 
Portland Canal, they say :— 

* oil oette passe se termino dans I’inturieur de la terre ferrae au 56^ 
dc latitude nurd.” 

These passages indicate that the Russians distinguished 
between the shores and heads of inlets and the ocean. The 
Canadian Government takes the same view. It holds that 
the shores of inlets were not included in the meaning to be 
conveyed by * la cote.’ It affirms that, however relevant the 
word ‘ Ocean ’ might be to those parts of bays which from 
their breadth and conformation are common international 
waters, it cannot with any accuracy be applied to inlets, 
which by international law and common consent are parts 
of the territory of the country owning the shores thereof, 
and consequently that the line, whether marked by mountains 
or by a survey line, should be drawn without reference to 
such inlets. 

The United States, in support of the opposite contention,^ 
point to the fact that on the maps used in these negotiations* 
the mountains are represented as passing round the heads 
of all the inlets, including the Lynn Canal, and that no 
objection was raised on that score, by Mr. Canning or 
Sir C. Bagot, though the extent of the Lynn Canal must 
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have been known to both of them, for the latter sug¬ 
gested to the former ‘a meridian line drawn from the 

* head of the Lynn Canal, as it is laid down in Arrow- 

* smith’s last map, or about the 135th degree of west 

* longitude,’ as the boundary in the interior of the continent. 
They also argue that the litnere was to be a continuous strip 
of territory, whereas, if it were broken at intervals by inlets 
extending info British territory, its continuity would be 
destroyed and its usefulness as a barrier against British 
aggression greatly impaired. There does not seem to be 
much in this point however, for Article VI. of the treaty of 
1825 secures to British subjects the righifin perpetuity of 
‘ navigating freely and without any hindrance whatever all 
‘ the rivers and streams which in their course towards the 
‘ Faci&c Ocean may cross the line of demarcation upon the 
‘ line of coast described in Article III. of the present 
‘ Convention.’ There is no apparent reason why a narrow 
ford should be more destructive to continuity than a wide 
river. Thirty miles np the Stikine would have been just 
as accessible and convenient a trading base from which to 
reach the coast Indians as thirty miles up the Lynn Canal, 
provided the river were as navigable as the canal, which it 
happens not to be, though of this the negotiators had no 
knowledge, their impression rather being that there existed 
several large rivers leading inland which were not marked 
on the maps. Indeed, Great Britain's insistence in 1825 on 
complete freedom of intercourse with the interior by all 
rivers and streams strengthens Canada’s claim to the heads 
of these narrow tidal inlets which are not clearly separable 
on the map from the lower portions of the rivers by which 
upper parts of the same valleys are occupied. Neither the 
limit of influence of the tides, nor the change from salt to 
fresh water, can be strictly defined in the upper parts of 
these inlets, which vary in size with circumstances, such as 
the height of the barometer, the direction and force of the 
winds, and the season of the year. The heads of inlets, 
therefore, do not afford good fixed points from which to 
measure the width of a coast strip. 

It is, however, rather upon its alleged prescriptive rights 
than on arguments drawn from the letter of tbe treaty and 
the negotiations which preceded it, that the United States 
bases its claims to the heads of inlets. The fact that daring 
the later years of Bussian dominion the Hudson’s Bay 
Company held the whole coast from Cross Sound to Portland 
Canal, under lease from the Russian American Company, is 
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cited as stront; evidence of Great Britain’s acknowledgeinent * 
of Bossia’s jurisdiction over the disputed territory. But, 
apart from the question whether this lease included the 
heads of the Lynn Canal—a somewhat doubtful point—^it is 
by no means admitted on the part of Canada that any action 
of the Hudson’s Bay Company could be held to bind the 
British Government in a matter of territorial right, unless 
taken with its authority or witS its subsequent sanction and 
approval. The function of the Hudson’s Bay Company was 
not to define boundaries, but to collect furs They already 
enjoyed a monopoly of trade in British territory. But to 
know just where British territory ended and Russian 
territory began was no easy matter, and the uncertainty 
caused by the absence of any line of demarcation between 
the possessions of the two Powers greatly prejudiced the 
Company’s interests, involving tliem, as it did, in constant 
disputes with their Russian-American rivals. By leasing 
from Russia all the territory that was Russian (whatever that 
might ultimately turn out to include),* they secured to 
themselves the entire trade of the mainland. That was all 
they sought. So lung as they were free to range the country 
without molestation, erect their posts, and traffic with the 
natives, it mattered little to them whether they held any 
particular locality under their British charter or their 
Russian lease. Nor, supposing that the Hudson’s Bay 
Company had undertaken to settle the international 
boundary, could such action on their part be held to impart 
to their negotiations with the Russian Company an official 
character. Those who assert a contrary view overlook the 
fact that the Hudson’s Bay Company did not hold the whole 
of the Great North-west by the same tenure. With 
reference to that portion of the country which is watered by 
streams falling into Hudson’s Bay (formerly styled Rupert’s 
Land), it is true that they asserted and exercised, under the 
charter of Charles II., rights of proprietorship, exclusive 
trade, taxation, and government. These rights were ac- 
quipd by Canada for the sxim of 300,000/., paid to the 
Company in 1869. Towards that vast region stretching 
north and west of Rupert’s Land, however, the Hudson’s 
Bay Company occupied a different relation. Under the 
provisions of an Imperial Act the Company were granted a 
monopoly of trade with the Indians of that territory for 
twenty-one years. This grant was subsequently renewed 
for a like period. Apart teerefrom the Hudson’s Bay Com¬ 
pany possessed no exclusive privileges in the North-west 
Territory, nor did they assert any. 
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• A ^^ood deal of weight is attached by G«neral Foster 
to the argument drawn from the maps published since the 
treaty of 1825, the boundary line shown on many of which 
accords with or goes beyond the contentions of the United 
States. It is, however, easy to over-estimate the value of 
such evidence. Some of these maps are almost grotesque in 
the extreme claims they m^ike, and evidently have been 
prepared without ad'^quate knowledge of the treaty. Great 
allowance must, of course, be made f >r the cartographers. 
No surveys other than those of Vancouver were undertaken 
of the shores of the Lynn Canal till after the year 1880, 
while the mountain ranges along the coast were not surveyed 
till the year 1895, after the Convention of 1892 had provided 
for a joint international survey. As the treaty of 1825, 
which defines the boundary line, makes its location depen¬ 
dent upon alternative circumstances, the occurrence or non- 
occurrence of mountains running in a direction parallel 
with the coast, it, must be plain that any line placed upon 
a map before a survey was made, or a knowledge of the 
existence of such mountains ascertained, cannot be held to 
establish anything. Tt is fair to assume that such boundaries 
were intended by the draughtsman only as an indication of 
the occurrence of a dividing line somewhere in that region, 
and later cartographers, in the absence of any farther 
knowledge, simply adopted the location of the line as they 
found it on earlier maps. The whole country was a veritable 
terra incognita until recent years, with intermittent com¬ 
munication, scant population, and, comparatively speaking, 
little or no commerce beyond the trade in furs. Under these 
circumstances the Canadian Government feel that little 
weight should be attached to maps showing the location of 
the line incorrectly and inconsistently with the treaty, as 
appears in the fuller light of subsequent surveys. 

The.Americans largely rely upon certain acts of occupa¬ 
tion by them within the lisidre to establish their claim to 
the territory in dispute. The argument drawn therefrom 
would have more force if Great Britain denied the right of 
the United States to any liitiere at all. But this she does 
not do. Nobody disputes the claim of the United States to 
a strip of the coast. The point at issue relates to the extent 
of ibis strip. Actual possession at many different points no 
doubt took place, and political control was exercised all 
along the Imcrc both by Bussia and the United States, but 
the question ^ What is the lisiere P * remains unaffected by 
this admission. It is therefore beside the mark to assert, as 
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General Foster does, that the Bussian-American Company 
erected forts and trading posts within the strip, unless it 
can also be shown that these forts and trading posts were 
established in that portion of the territory claimed by Great 
Britain. 

What are the facts with respect to the United States’ 
alleged occupation of this disputed territory at the head of 
Lynn Canal P In the summer of 1880, the Presbyterian 
Board of Missions appears to have starte'd a school or 
mission amongst the Indians at Haines Mission, Portage 
Cove, near the head of the canal. A building was erected 
there for the purpose of the school about 1881, and tho 
school was continued for some time, but of late years it has 
been abandoned. The United States censns'for 1880 shows 
that at that date there was not a single white settler 
resident at the head of the Lynn Canal. In 1882 or 1883 a 
store was. established at Pyramid Harbour, and another 
small trading post, belonging to a private individual, was 
also known to exist at the head of Taiya Inlet, where Dyea 
now is, in the year 1887. About 1883 two canneries were 
erected at Pyramid Harbour, and doubtless several other 
individual acts of ownership may be adduced as having 
occurred before the great rush came on the discovery of 
gold in the Klondike region. But it is contended by Canada 
that isolated acts of individuals cannot be held to prove 
national occupation or jurisdiction, particularly when, as in 
the present instances, it is borne in mind that those settlers 
were mere squatters, for years unrecognised by the United 
States. Indeed, no evidence has been produced to show that 
cither a mining grant or a land grant was ever issued by the 
United States Government before the year 1897 to any person 
in any part of the disputed territory. It is commonly, though 
erroneously, supposed that the United States have exercised 
control at Dyea and Skagway for a considerable period of 
time. The facts are that Dyea and Skagway did not exist 
prior to the spring of 1897. At the opening of that year 
there was nothing more than a single log cabin or shanty 
at either place. In May the influx of miners to the 
Klondike began. Thousands of them arrived^ by steamer 
in the Lynn Canal, and congregated on its margin where 
Dyea and Skagway now stand. The necessities of this 
migration caused the erection of many buildings, and 
created considerable' trade and commerce. Without any 
survey or further diplomatic action respecting the position 
of the boundary, the United States Government assumed 
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political control of these points, and established custom 
houses, post offices, and other evidences of authority. With 
such reasonable diligence as the extreme difficulties of 
access to this territory and other circumstances permitted, 
Canada protested against this cavalier mode of solving the 
difficulty, and urged the desirability of establishing the 
boundary line as contemplated by the Convention of 1892. 

It is commqply asserted by the advocates of the United 
States’ contention that Great Britain’s claim to the heads 
of inlets is an afterthought—never dreamed of until the 
gold discoveries in 1897 drew attention to the advantages 
of ready means of access to the Yukon country. General 
Foster, indeed, goes somewhat farther, and intimates that 
it was not untiMhe International Commission assembled at 
Quebec in August 1898 that he and his colleagues became 
aware of any divergence of view between the two Govern¬ 
ments respecting the interpretation of the treaty of 1825. 

It is somewhat surprising that an American statesman, 
and an ex-Secretary of State to boot, should commit himself 
to a statement so easy of disproof. More than ten years 
ago the United States Government issued a document* 
containing letters by Dr. George Dawson (an eminent 
Canadian authority, who had been summoned to Washing¬ 
ton for a conference on the boundary) in support of the 
Canadian contention as to the line crossing inlets, and also 
a counter-argument by Mr. Dali, the American expert. 
Accompanying this report is a map showing how the 
bOund^y would run in accordance with the views presented 
by Dr. Dawson. On this map the line is clearly marked 
as crossing the Lynn Canal in the vicinity of Berner’s Bay. 
It is also a matter of common knowledge to those in Canada 
who take interest in this question that on several occasions, 
both before and after the publication in 1889 of the 
American Blue-book referred to above, the Dominion authori¬ 
ties protested against arbitrary attempts on the part of the 
United States to settle the question conformably to its own 
pretensions. 

While the foregoing presentation of the Alaska boundary 
question is admittedly from the British point of view, it is 
by no means desired to convey the impression that the facts 
and the arguments are all one way. On the letter of the 
treaty the British side have; we think,^a decided advantage. 


* Sraate 50th CougreBs, 2nd Session, Ex doc. No. 146, pp. 4-9. 
Msp No. 16. 
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prejudiced to some extent by extravagant claims put forward 
by t>ver-zealous Britisli Columbians—such, for instance,^ as 
that the ‘ coast ’ refers to the outer shore of the islands, which 
would not allow the Americans any foothold on the continent 
at all, though the whole dispute is about a strip of coast 
on the mainland as distinct from the islands. Scarcely less 
untenable is the theory that Portland Channel of the treaty 
does not mean Portland Channel, but Clarence Strait—^an 
entirely different body of water, which Sir C. Bagot en¬ 
deavoured to get as the boundary and failed. 

On the other hand it is not to be denied that the claim of 
the United States derives a certain amount of strength from 
the neglect and apathy which for many years characterised 
Great Britain’s attitude towards this question. How far 
this indifference may be held to impair the advantages of an 
appeal to the letter of the treaty seems to be one of those 
questions eminently suited for reference to an arbitral 
tribunal. So judged the late Loi’d Herschell and his 
Canadian colleagues on the International Commission of 
1898-99, at which, it is understood, every effort which 
conciliation could suggest was made by the British Com¬ 
missioners to remove this vexed question from the domain of 
controversy. 'I'o this end they offered to yield to the United 
States the whole of the land bordering on the Lynn Canal, 
except Pyramid Harbour, and such a strip of land running 
back from that harbour to the boundary line as would 
secure uninterrupted access to the interior by the Dalton 
Trail—that is to say, they were prepared to give the United 
States two ports (Dyea and Skagway and the passes behind) 
out of three. Should this proposal be unacceptable, the 
British Commissioners expressed their willingness to agree 
to a reference of the whole question to arbitration on the 
lines of the Venezuela Boundary Treaty. That treaty pro¬ 
vided that adverse holding for fifty years should make a 
good title, and also tliat such effect should be given to 
occupation for less than fifty years as reason, justice, the 
principles of international law, and equities of the case 
required. 

The United States Commissioners refused both offers, 
qualifying their rejection of the latter by a counter-proposal 
to the effect that in the event of their consenting to an 
arbitration, it should be undersfood and provided before¬ 
hand that all settlements on tide-water settled on the 
authority of the United States, should continue to be 
American territory, even though they might prove to be on - 
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the British side of the line. In other words, thej would 
consent to arbitrate only on condition that ihe principal 
objects of the arbitration should be theirs in any event, and 
that the other parties to the dispute should so covenant before 
they went into court. The British Commissioners, it is 
needless to say, found .themselves unable to accept this 
modification of their proposal, and the negotiations were 
shortly afterwp'ds suspended, whereupon the United States 
press proceeded to upbraid Canada with what they termed 
her extravagant demands and unreasonable conduct in 
thwarting the completion of an arrangement which both 
the Great Powers interested were desirous to effect. Nor 
was this unfair criticism wholly confined to the United 
States. Throughout the press of the mother country there 
ran a tone mildly deprecatory of what the ‘ Times ’ called 
Canada’s ‘ tremendous tenacity,’ and even Mr. Asquith * was 

* not quite sure that Canada had approached this question 

* with the calmness of the United States.’ The publication 
last June of the protocols of the Washington Conference 
effectually dispelled these misconceptions. It was then seen 
that Canada, far from having interposed obstacles to the 
successful issue of the negotiations, had gone to the verge 
of sacrificing her self-respect in her anxiety to effect a settle¬ 
ment of the dispute, and that it was the uncompromising 
stand taken by the United States plenipotentiaries which 
compelled the adjournment of the Commission. 

The question naturally arises, why should the United 
States resolutely decline to refer to arbitration a case which 
its advocates are never wearied of pronouncing indefeasible, 
more especially when their position is safeguarded by con¬ 
siderations of possession, occupation, tho equities of the case, 
and so forth P Such an attitude towards a kindred nation 
seems not a little strange, and of itself almost justifies the 
inference that the American people do not want the Alaska 
boundary settled. 

It is commonly taken for granted that the cordial feelings 
entertained by the British people for their American cousins 
are reciprocated by the latter. Those who have visited 
only New York and other great centres in the United 
States have hardly perhaps had enough experience on which 
to found so wide and satisfactory a judgement. Among 
those whom they met in Wall Street, at the Clubs, and in 
society, were many no doubt animated by unaffected senti¬ 
ments of admiration and regard for the motherland, and it 
is pleasant to think that this class is increasing in number 
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year bj year. Ultiinately it may leaven the entire mass, 
but up to the> present time nothing can be more certain 
than that the travelled, cultured, broad-minded American 
does not reflect the views of the nation at large, with 
whom Great Britain is very far from popular. This, 
while to be regretted, is perhaps not surprising when the 
past relations between the two countries are considered. 
As late as yesterday it might almost be said that Great 
Britain was the only enemy against whom the United States 
had ever taken up arms. For generations she has been 
represented to the American school boy and girl as the 
traditional foe, from whose tyranny and oppression their 
foi'efathers were delivered. The impressions thus inculcated 
are seldom effaced, for in the United States, as in all 
countries, school histories arc the only histories ever opened 
by the immense majority of the population. 

Were it not for this prejudice pervading the masses, all 
would be plain sailing. There is little doubt that had 
circumstances permitted a free hand to President McKinley, 
or to Mr. Hay, the Alaska boundary question would have 
been settled before this on terms alike honourable and 
satisfactory to both countries. Nor would it be extravagant 
to regard a majority of the United States members of the 
Joint High Commission, personally, as equally well disposed 
with the President and his Secretary of State. Unfortunately, 
the Senate had to be reckoned with, ^nd political exigencies 
forbade the American plenipotentiaries to agree to any 
conditions unacceptable to that body. • 

A generation ago the Senate of the United States took 
high rank among the second chambers of the world, but of 
late years its prestige has waned, and though still number¬ 
ing among its members statesmen who would lend distinction 
to any legislative body, the Senate itself has become more 
and more amenable to those ignoble methods which dominate 
American politics. 

From the beginning of this controversy the feeling 
throughout the Pacific coast has been averse, to what is 
termed ‘ any cession of American territory,’ meaning thereby 
any abatement of the extreme pretensions of the United 
States with respect to Alaska. On a mere rumour a year 
ago that the American members of the Joint High Commis¬ 
sion were disposed to consider an arrangement whereby 
Canada would receive a port on the Lynn Canal, a violent 
clamour arose in the West, which, being speedily heard in an 
assembly where almost every man has his ear to the ground 
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and his eye ou the next elections, proved disastroas to the' 
negotiations. •* 

This ontcry against a settlement apparently so &voarable 
to the United States was largely due to the effect which, 
by reason of the Navigation Laws, it would have had upon 
the carrying trade of the Pacific Coast. The bulk of 
supplies destined for the Yukon is shipped from Tacoma 
and Seattle, ill 'Washington territory. Were Pyramid Har¬ 
bour a British port, British vessels would be free to convey 
goods from United States ports to that point, while United 
States vessels would be precluded from carrying goods 
between Canadian ports and Pyramid Harbour. Here is 
one of the reasons which render the question of sovereignty 
so important in this controversy. Under the present laws 
British vessels may not carry goods from any American 
port to the Lynn Canal. It is true they can ti'S/de between 
British ports and the Lynn Canal, and a customs arrange¬ 
ment has recently been entered into between Canada and 
the United States, whereby goods arriving at Skagway may 
be bonded thiongh to the Yukon district; but this bonding 
privilege is attended by restrictions more or less irksome, and 
is terminable at the pleasure of the American Government. 
Thus Canadian trade, flowing through American channels, 
is building up American towns in what Canada holds to 
be British territory. It is, perhaps, not surprising that 
Canadians should chafa under such a condition of affairs. 

As regards the future of this question it is difficult to 
predicate anything. The United States, having secured 
under a modus vivendi possession of the heads of the Lynn 
Canal, are not likely to be in any hurry to disturb an 
arrangement so advantageous to them. On the other hand, 
various American industries are pressing for freer commercial 
relations with the Dominion, and Canada’s refusal to treat on 
any of the remainiflg subjects of difference between the two 
countries until the question of the Alaska boundary is disposed 
of may lead to a revival of the International Commission. 

The sinister influences which have hitherto stood in the 
way of an equitable settlement are at their minimum during 
the session of Congress immediately following a presidential 
election. Should Mr. McKinley be successful next Novem¬ 
ber, it is possible that the new administration may feel itself 
strong enough to be able to prevail upon the Senate to 
sanction a treaty providing for a settlement of the question, 
either by compromise or by such a reference to arbitration 
as Con^a can accept. 'Until then, at all events, matters 
must remain in statu quo. 
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Abt. IL—1. The Tmland; or, the Adventures of a Person of 

Quality. By Richard Whitkihg. London: 1899. 

2. Number o John Street. By Richard Whitbing. London ; 
1899. 

relation in books between their literaxj^ merit and 
their popularity forms a curious and interesting 
question, which would, if carefully studied, throw light upon 
many problems both of social and of literary philosophy. It 
is a question which is forced on the attention by books of 
various kinds, but by none so often and forcibly as it is by 
works of hetion. Numerous novels have been ^published 
daring the past century! which every cultivated, every 
fastidious re^er recognises as admirable, alike in point of 
stylo and construction, as ottering us brilliant pictures of 
lite, manners, and character, and as exhibiting a knowledge 
of human nature generally true and delicate, and not seldom 
profound. Such readers find such novels delightful. They 
read them again and again. They place them in the rank 
of classics. But of such novels, with a few important 
exceptions, the popularity, if estimated by the number of 
those who read them, is small. Let us take, for instance, 
the novels of that writer whose genius Lord Macaulay 
described as being next to Shakespeare’s—the novels of 
Jane Austen. These wonderful works of art, which are still 
treasured to-day by ail who are capable of distinguishing 
good literature from bad, though they have m^e this 
authoress immortal, never made her popular--popular in the 
sense of the word that would be attributed to it by a modem 
publisher. On the other hand, long novels, such as * The 
‘Heavenly Twins’ or ‘The Christian,’ and short novels, 
such as ‘ Called Back ’ and ‘ The Mystery of a Hansom Cab,’ 
which have no claim whatever to be regarded as literature 
at all, have been read in a single year by a larger number 
of people than have probably read ‘ Emma ’ or ‘ Mansheld 
‘Park’ in ninety. Of this remarkable fact there is more 
than one explanation. We can on the present occasion only 
glance at the most obvious of them. One explanation is 
that, owing to various circumstances, a demand has arisen 
for novels which, instead of being read at leisure, are 
devoured in hurried intervals, likb a stockbroker’s luncheon 
in the City; in which all that is sought is excitement 
and distraction at the moment; and which are, when they 
have once beeQ read, done with like an ended meal. Another 
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explanation is that a demand has arisen also for novels 
which are of a different and more serious ki^d, but which, 
instead of dealing with what is permanent in human life, 
deal exclusively with such problems or aspects of it as the 
circumstances of the hour have invested with special 
interest, and which distort or exhibit them with the fervour 
of an excited advocate. Such novels are works not so much 
of art as of jpumalism. No doubt to render them popular 
considerable talent is necessary ; but their popularity has its 
foundation in their subjects rather than in themselves, 
precisely as is the case with a war correspondent’s letter, 
and bears no necessary relation to their enduring literary 
qualities.* It is often, indeed, in inverse proportion to them, 
as is illustrated in a remarkable way by the novels of Mrs. 
Humphry Ward. Of these, ‘ Bobert Elsmere,’ which 
made her reputation as a writer, is, as a work of literary 
art, the worst. Its success was due to the fact that it 
was, under the guise of a story, a magniGed leading 
article on the position of contemporary Cluistianity. It is 
perfectly true that this element of disguised journalism may 
often ruin a novel that would otherwise be good literature; 
but it is equally true that it may render a novel populua* 
which, regarded as literature, is beneath even the criticism 
of contempt. 

It by no means follows, however, because a novel which 
is devoured by the many is recognised by the few as being, 
in a literary sense, worthless, that the few may not find in it 
much food for reflection. The jirecise contrary is the case. 
What such novels as those we are considering—the novels 
which are disguised journalism—lose in literary value they 
gain as signs of the times, and if they achieve popularity 
they throw an instructive light, not only on the menial 
condition, the knowledge, and the sentiments of the authors, 
but also on those of the thousands who read them and take 
them seriously. Such novels, indeed, form for the thought¬ 
ful reader not, perhaps, valuable studies of the subjects with 
which they deal, but valuable evidence as to the manner in 
which multitudes are content to deal with them. They 
afford us glimpses, which are sometimes astonishingly vivid, 
into the workings of the popular mind. 

We have been led to make these observations by the 
appearance of two recent*works which, in a literary sense, 
are superior to many of their intellectu^ kindred, but which 
owe, nevertheless, the considerable success obtained by them 
entirely to their qualities as the writings of a polemical 



1900. 


FiHion and Philanthropy. 


307 


journalist who is using the incidents of the hour, and even 
of the minute, in ordev to point and preach a social and 
economic gospel. The works we refer to are * The Island * 
and * Number 5 John Street, whose author, Mr. Whiteing, 
has been lately raised by them to celebrity. Of both these 
romances, or stories—^they arc hardly to be called novels— 
the central subject is not the scene, the inc^ents, or the 
characters, but the nature and origin of the divisions between 
rich and poor, and the means by which Mr. JT'hiteing 
believes and would teach us that they can be obliterated. In 
Mr. Whiteing’s philosophy there is, as we shall see presently, 
nothing that is original. On the contrary, the ,views he 
propounds are all of them* extremely old. ‘But what is 
original is the vitality, the eager good faith with which they 
ore stated; and what is interesting is the fact that a man of 
Mr. Whiteing’s attainments should be capable of stating 
them, and capable of believing in them, as he does, and 
that a very considerable public should still exist in England 
which, to all appearances, is capable of taking them 
seriously. 

The Island ’ and ' Number 5 John Street,’ though 
separate, are connected stories, the second being a sequel to 
the first. We will give the reader a brief account of both 
of them. ^The Island’ in point of form is the autobiography 
of a peer who is young, wealthy, handsome, and, in addition 
to other advantages, suddenly wakes up one day to find that 
he is a social philosopher. Having acquiesced from his 
childhood upwards in the general features of civilisation, 
and having admired the elaborate manner in which civilised 
society is organised, scales fall from his eyes as he is 
watching a crowded thoroughfare in the City, and the con¬ 
clusion is borne in on him that what he has admired as 
organisation is anarchy. Every one who is not rolling in a 
carriage or dressed in the extreme of fashion seems to his 
clarified vision to be groaning under an intolerable tyranny, 
or tormented with the restlessness that portends a near 
social revolution. He begins to feel misery tingling in the 
air everywhere. The thought of the condition of London 
weighs on his spirit like a nightmare, and in order to escape 
to a healthier and more hopeful atmosphere he betakes 
himself—it must be confessed with considerable simplicity— 
to Paris. In Paris, however, he finds a repetition of every^ 
thing that distressed and alarmed him in London, and he 
finally takes refuge in a ship, and goes for a long sea voyage. 
In the South Pacific he passes a lonely island, whose 
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appearance excites his curiositj, and as no one on boaid is 
Idling to share his adventures, he determindfa to visit it in 
one of the ship’s boats alone. But the boat is capsized, the 
captain imagines him to be drowned, the ship sails away, 
and the hero gains the shore. He finds that the island is 
inhabited by an idyllic community, who are half English 
and half Tahitian in origin, and who, nominally at least, are 
subjects of Queen Victoria. But their own island is the 
only country they know. The climate is perfect, the scenery 
exquisite*the soil is exuberantly fertile. Everybody is able 
to pnjduce from it all, or nearly all, he wants. There is 
consequently no division of labour, and such requisites as 
require division of labour to prqduce them they secure by a 
process of barter from occasional British ships. All are 
equal socially; all are equally rich. They consequently love 
one another in a manner worthy of Eden. Every one is 
happy ; work is as pleasant as play; as for vice, they have 
absolutely no temptations to it, and tlieir nearest approach 
to crime is the killing of a neighbour’s cat or the injuring 
the bark of trees by the cutting of lovers’ names on it. One 
germ of trouble only lurks in this spotless paradise. The 
simple'inhabitants feel, with a touching humility, that well 
off as tl^ are, it is clearly possible that they might be 
better. They realise that England, the wonderful mother 
country—^the country of fabulous wealth, the country of 
hoarded wisdom—has many advantages, many sources of 
happiness beyond and above any that are accessible to 
themselves in their isolation; and they wistfully wish that 
it were possible for them to be as wise and as happy as the 
English. The daughter of the governor, a young lady of 
great attractions, in a moment of confidence expresses these 
feelings to the hero, and begs him to unfold to her the 
secret of England’s social blessedness. Here Mr. Whiteing, 
having thus prepared his ground, begins, through the 
mouth of his hero, to deliver his soci^ goepel> revealed 
obliquely, as the reader will probably conjecture, by means 
of what Mr. Whiteing intends to be withering satire and 
pathos. We shall presently have occasion to consider his 
utterances in some detail, as interesting indications of the 
mental soil from which they spring. It is sufficient here to 
observe that, in response to the young lady’s request, he 
informs her that if her island community would really be as 
perfect as England, the first thing to do is to establish a 
division of labour, and division of labour, he proceeds to 
explain, means this. As the foundation of society, a race 
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of beings is developed who make .everything for everybody 
else, and themselves epjoy nothing. On this usefnl founda¬ 
tion there rises a middle class, whose sacred function is not 
to produce, but to be respectableand above the middle 
class there rises an aristocracy, whose function is to do the 
crov^ning justice to life by realising its possibilities of 
pleasure, leisure, and beauty. 

This argument, the drift of which will be readily apprehended 
by the re^er, is taken up again in * Number 5 John Street.’ 
and is explained with what Mr. Whiteing imagines to be a 
massof overwhelming illustrations. ‘Number 5 John Street’is 
a story of London life, in which the author attempts to paint, 
and set side by side, life as it is lived by the two extremes of 
the population - the life of the poorest ofthe poor and the life 
of the richest of the rich; and he seems to be under the im¬ 
pression that a picture of this violent contrast affords us a 
scientific chart of civilised societ}' as it exists. This story, 
too, is in the form of an autobiography. The supposed 
narrator, however, here is not a lord, but a baronet. But 
though not a lord, he is the next best thing: he is the friend 
of one. He is the intimate friend of the social philo¬ 
sopher of the island. This latter personage has sofnehow 
mysteriously disappeared, and has left to his friend, as a 
legacy, a duly that had been undertaken by liimself. This 
duty is to represent the governor of the island at the 
Jubilee, and he is also requested by the governor as a very 
particular favour to send a report to him of the condition of 
•the mother country. The baronet, who is at first perplexed 
by this large request, is suddenly visited by an entirely original 
idea. A great many people have talked and written about 
the poor. He resolves that he will do what no one has ever 
done before—he will learn for himself how the pc^ actually 
live, and his report shall be a description of what he learns. 
He accordingly disguises himself as a workman, takes op his 
quarters in John Street in a workmen’s lodging-house, and 
lives for six weeks on half a crown a .day, which he earns. 
The six weeks over he returns to his natural sphere. He 
gives us all particulars as to how he spends his days, his 
own pleasures and luxuries, the pleasures and luxuries of 
his friends; and he reveals to us more of the splendour of 
the highest of high life than most people familiar with it 
would have discovered in twenty years. Then he pays 
another visit to John Street. The reader is presented with 
another study in contrasts; and the book ends with a series 
•of extracts from the report which the baronet now is 



810 


Fiction and Philanthropy. 


April, 


qualified to send to the island governor, and which read 
like a continuation, enriched with more details, of the social 
philosophy of the lord in the pi'evious volume. 

Now, if Mr. Whiteing did not possess many merits, we 
should not, whatever might be the sale of his works at the 
railway bookstalls, look on him and his social philosophy as 
worth serious discussion. But being, as he evidently is, a 
remarkable man in many ways, his books have a significance, 
because they are produced by him, beyond any that could 
attach to him merely because he has produced his books. 
He is a man of education; he is not deficient in taste; his 
mind is active; his observation is quick. Solemnly and 
seriously as he takes himself and his views, he treats the most 
burning problems with a certain self-restraint and sobriety, 
and instead of being content with describing the life of the poor 
from hearsay, he has, like his hero, set himself to observe it 
with his own eyes. Despite his having chosen to adopt in 
both of his stories the imaginary standpoint of an unoccupied 
man of fashion, his view of the world and his knowledge of 
it, as he has shown in every chapter, are essentially those of 
a man of the middle class, and hence his books afford us an 
exceedingly interesting picture of a state of mind and 
feeling with regard to social subjects which prevails in a 
section of the great class in question—a section which 
possesses an importance out of all proportion to its numbers, 
and has frequently exercised, and may possibly exercise 
again, a very considerable influence on the legislation of 
this country. It is a state of mind and feeling which well* 
deserves examination. It results from a curious compound 
of ignorance and partial knowledge ; of feelings and modes 
of reasoning that deserve sincere respect; of feelings and 
modes ofveasoning that deserve nothing W ridicule. It is 
a state of mind and feeling which initiates many valuable 
movements. It is a state of mind and feeling which carries 
them to mischievous and grotesque extremes. 

In dealing with Miw Whiteing let us consider his merits 
first, only pausing for a moment to make one observation os 
to his style. Assuming, as he does in his narratives, the 
pose of a man of fashion—or, as he elegantly describes it in 
many places, of a * swell *—he has adopted a manner which 
he imagines to be one of aristocratic ease, but which is in 
reality one of affected and vulgar jauntiness, and which no 
more reproduces the manner of well-bred men than the 
* swell * on the stage of a musiohall reproduces their gait 
and aspect. He thus vitiates a style which is natnnlly easy 
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and pleasing, og we see continually when he drops his pose 
and is himself. This defect having been allowed for, Mr. 
Whiteing’s pages reveal to us a keen sense of beauty; an 
unusual power of describing it; a gift for simple romance 
which is sometimes almost poetry; a quick observation of 
those social aspects of life which he has been able to study 
adequately; an artistic adroitness in selecting aftd grouping 
their typical details; and, within limits, a certain shrewd 
miscellaneous knowledge of the world. But his pages show 
that he is more than a mere observer who looks at life and 
civilisation through the medium of artistic and philanthropic 
feeling. He not only feels about what he obst^rves, but he 
also does his best to think about it, and many of his obser¬ 
vations show an admirable fairness of mind, coupled with a 
keenness of insight, which are worthy of a true philosopher; 
while, whatever we may think of Mr. Whiteing’s philosophy 
as a whole, lie is obviously a well-intentioned man, who 
preaches it with the most sincere conviction. 

The following passage, though marred by the vulgar 
jauntiness which Mr. Whiteing has so unfortunately afiected, 
will illustrate what has been said of him as a person of 
quick and comprehensive observation. It is taken from the 
first chapter of ‘ The Island,’ and describes the scene in the 
City to which we have referred already, and which is 
witnessed by the hero from the steps of the Royal 
Exchange;— 

* It was such a sight,’ he writes -‘civilisation in a nutshell. That 
was what made me pause. 1 wa<4 a part of it; and Apollo was taking 
a peep at his own legs. Why not ? Wo all seemed to be going on so 
beautifully; we were all busy, nil doing souietlung fur progress. What 
a scene 1 The Exchange I had just leil;, with its groups of myiionaires 
gossiping Bagdad and the Iriawaddy, Chicago and the Cape; dividend 
day over at the Bank yonder, and the well-known sight of the blessed 
going to take their quarterly reward ; a SherilTs coach turning tlio 
angle of the Mansion House (breakfast to an African pro*Consul, 1 
believe), a vanishing splendour of satin and plush and gold; dandy 
clerks making for Birch’s, with the sure and certain hope of a partner¬ 
ship in their easy grace; shabby dorks making for the buiishop; 
spry brokers going to take the odds against Egyptians, and with an 
appropriate hesitation of air; a parson (two hundred and fortieth 
annuiu ^nksgiving sermon at fit. Hilda’s, to commemorate Testator’s 
encounter with Barbary pirates, and providential escape); itinerant 
salesmen of studs, pocket combs, and universal watchkeys; fiowei’ 
girls at the foot of the statue, a patch of colour; bqggar at the foot of 
tbs ate^anotherpatchi the red shirt beautifully toaed down in wear— 
perfect I we want more o£ Xbia in London — ^giant policemen moving 
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him on ; irruption of noisy crowd from the Cornhillii comor (East and 
West to demonstrate for the right to a day’s toil for a day’s oruat); 
thieves, bludgeon men and stone men in attendance on the demonstra¬ 
tion ; detectives in attendance on thieves; shutters up at the jewellers’ 
as they pass; average 7 a. 6d. to the hundred pockets; with a wall only 
to divide them from all the 'turtle of the Mansion House, or all the 
bullion of the,Bank ! and for background the nondescript thousands 
in black and brown and russet, and every neutral hue, and the 
sun over all, and between the sun and the thousands the London 
mist! ’ 

As a piece of observation and artistic grouping this is 
excellent, and the following comments on the scene show 
reflection in alliance with observation. 

' It was something as a picture, but so much more os a thought. 
What a wonder of parts and whole ! What a hit of machinery I The 
beggar, and occasionally the stock-jobber and the nondescripts, to go 
wrong; the policemen to take them up; the parson to show them the 
way of repentance, and the SheriiF to bang them if need .be when all 
was done. With this, the dandies—myself now altogether unorna¬ 
mental—the merchants, the clerks, and the dividend takers, all but cog 
and crank of the same general machine.’ 

Let US now consider Mr. Whiteing as a poet and a writer 
of romance—as a man with a perception of beauty and the 
pathos of human affection. As has been said already, the 
hero of his first story meets in the fortunate island a young 
lady of great attractions—the daughter of the patriarchal 
governor. In spite of certain exaggerations, her character 
is well described. In general appearance she is a kind of 
Venus of Milo, strong, supple, and fearless, yet instinct 
with feminine feeling and absolutely devoid of guile. It 
is almost needless to say that the hero falls in love with 
her, and the developement of his passion is described with 
delicacy and self-restraint. The young lady herself conceives 
gradually a corresponding feeling for the hero. She has, 
however, plighted her troth to a curly-headed midshipman 
of a vessel who visited the island long before the story 
opens. The midshipman, having made his conquest, had 
departed, leaving with the young lady no tangible token of 
his identity except one of his buttons, and the young lady 
has never heard of him since. But, singularly unlike her 
more civilised sisters, she has felt that a troth once plighted 
binds for ever and ever; and in this conviction she has been 
hitherto justified by the fact that the midshipman has had 
no rival who could make her even wish to be false to it. But 
the rival has now come. 'The memory of the rnldshipm'an 
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fftdes in the presence of the sympathetic hero; yet neither 
of them admits, or even anderstands,. the position of affairs 
until the hero, unaware of his feelings, surprises himself by 
sayiag to her, ‘ I love you.’ Held back by her principles, she 
refrains from responding to this avowal; nevertheless, in 
accordance with the diplomacy for which her more civilised 
sisters are famous, she agrees that, though not lovers, they 
will always remain dear friends. Not till the hero learns 
from an English newspaper that his mother is dying of grief 
on account of his unexplained disappearance, and not till he 
resolves, in consequence, to return to England instantly, does 
the reserve of the heroine give way and allow her to confess 
her«itfecret. Even then she tells him that he must go away 
and leave her, and she adds, sadly, that he is certain never to 
come back again. 

‘ “ 1 do not know why, dear friend,” she Hays, “ but this I feel—we 
muHt lose you for ever. No one returns here.” 

‘ “ Then let me never go away,” I cried, rising, and claspin|f her to 
ray heart. * “ Let me live with you and bo with yon for over, and 
foi^et all the world beside.” 

‘ Once more I saw a beginning of that exquisite languor which had 
almost made her mine. The lips of the bciiutiful creature parted, 
the eyes closed. Once more ray own lips approached them, when 
the girl moved herself by Home mysterious exertion of will, tore herself 
from my embrace, and ran to tlie very edge of the cliff. 

* '• Deep into the sea, beloved one, for ever beloved of my heart, if 
you come one step more. Go now, go from me. Leave me to say 
iiiy prayers. 1 love you. Take that last word from Victoria ; you ' 
will never hear her voice again.” ’ 

This scene, whatever its merits as literature—and we 
ourselves are far from thinking them slight—shows a 
knowledge, sympathetic and delicate, on Mr. Whiteing’s 
part of a woman’s deepest feeling; and the esteem in 
which we hold him on this account is corroborated by the 
sensitiveness to beauty which he often* evincea in his 
descriptions of external nature. No one, for example, could 
have written the following passage unless he possessed the 
temperament, if not the pen, of a poet. 

‘ I turn and look down uii the island, north, souths and west, iu all, 
its heaving beaiitj—blue sea^ patches of coral sand, silver cascades 
gushing from the rocks; glory of trees and flowers, of clear skies, and 
of rainbow-tinted mists, flecking here and there the background of 
perfect turquoise; gloiy of the soft beauty of grove and settlement, of 
the wild beauty of the bills, of the order^ beautj of the happy mean 
ia the plantations beyond; all visible this height it came up to 
me. through every sense—*iu its odoois from the groves and gardens, 
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the soft breeze sighing my way; in its sounds, from th^ tinkle of a tame 
goat’s bell here and there, in far, faint echoes of the woodman’s ase 
foiling in due measure of seconds after the flash of the sunlight on the 
policed steel. And, for sight again, there was more of the exquisite 
human life in tiny groups, dotted all over the fields in leisure and toil, 
or in the opalescent green shapes in the water, off the for point, which 
1 knew to be the bo^es of diving girls.’ 

But the descriptions which have done most to bring Mr. 
Whiteing into notice are descriptions of scenes and events 
very different from the foregoing. They are his detailed 
descriptions of the life of the London poor, which he vaguely 
foreshadowed in his sketch of the City crowd before the 
Mansion Bouse. For these we must turn from ‘The 
* Island ’ to ‘Number 5 John Street.’ Many of our readers 
are doubtless familiar with them already. They have been 
written about in a number of admiring newspapers. They 
have been preached about in perhaps a yet larger number of 
pulpits. Critics, clergymen, and congregations have hailed 
them as a new revelation. We do not propose ourselves to 
examine them at any great length, for our object in 
considering Mr. Whiteing’s literary achievements is merely 
to exhibit to the reader his capacities and accomplish¬ 
ments as a man, in order that we may better estimate his 
significance as a social teacher. About these descriptions, 
however, it will be necessary to say something, and it will 
be necessary to say something also about their counterpart 
•in the same volume—Mr. Whiteing’s descriptions of the life 
of the London rich. Of these two performances we shall 
have to speak in very different terms. 

We gather that, as a preparation for dealing with the life 
of the very poor, Mr. Whiteing himself followed the course 
which he attributes to his hero, and lived for some weeks 
in a squalid lodging-house such as he describes. His 
description of it and of its inmates suggests, indeed, that 
this was* the case. The scenes which he puts before us 
have all an air of reality—the unimpassioned precision of 
sketches made on the spot; nor are they, like so many 
descriptions of the same kind, overcoloured. The inmates 
of the lodging-house are represented with the same con¬ 
scientious skill, and the pictures which he gives us of 
them show that he has not merely an observing eye, but 
a something very much rarer—that faculty of an observing 
mind which has its roots in dramatic and imaginative 
sympathy. He presents them to us as living beings, who, 
like aU othei^s of their species, are partly good, partly bad, 
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ignorant about many things, shrewd about many others, 
and who find that life-, even among the most unfavourable 
circumstances, has in it elements of interest, gaiety, and 
enjoyment. They have all of them, moreover, an indi* 
viduality which is the stamp of truth, and which -vividly 
illustrates the fact, so often forgotten, that the poor, like all 
other classes, are a very heterogeneous body ; that they think 
about life and take life in very different ways; and that 
unity of feelings and opinions, social, moral, or political, is 
no more produced by a similarity of bare floors than by a 
similarity of floors covered with Turkey carpets. 

When we turn, however, from Mr. Whiteing’s picture 
of the lowest class to his corresponding picture of the 
highest, every one of the commendations which we have 
just bestowed on him must be withdrawn. He is himself 
very severe on the folly of those philanthropists who think 
that they know what the life of the poor is from occasional 
visits to the slum or the labourer’s cottage. Such persons, 
he says, see poverty from the outside only. To understand 
it they must see it from the inside, and experience it as the 
poor themselves do. In dealing with the fashionable world 
Mr. Whiteing himself occupies the precise position which 
he attributes to these philanthropists. Whatever knowledge 
of the fashionable world may be his, it is obviously a 
knowledge that comes from the outside only—possibly from 
occasional glimpses of it, but mainly, we should be inclined 
to conjecture, from a study of gossiping newspapers and of 
Ouida’s earlier novels. Many of our soldiers still remember, 
with amusement, a celebrated description by this really gifted 
writer, of the internal glories of the old barracks at Knights- 
bridge; and contrast that home of battered cocoanut matting, 
iron bedsteads, and the scantiest military furniture, with the 
statement that ‘ a young Guardsman in barracks is more 
‘ luxurious than a ^ung duchess.’ Mr. Whiteing’s pictures 
of the fashionable world, though less monstrous than Ouida’s 
in their inaccuracy, show far less real acquaintance with it; 
and even if he should be able to plead that certain details 
were taken from life, they are details which in life are 
altogether exceptional, and disprove' rather than prove the 
inferences he attempts to draw from them. 

We are led to make this last observation by the account 
Mr. Whiteing gives us of the young fine gentleman, at once 
dandy and athlete, who is intended by him to represent the 
most complete result of the union of an old upper class, 
refined by the traditions of centuries, with a new upper 
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class founded on industrial and commercial wealth. This 
young gentleman, whom Mr. Whiteing regards as a type of 
the fashionable eldest sou, brought up at Eton and Balliol, 
occupies a suite of rooms, which have been apparently re¬ 
constructed for him, in some colossal hotel overlooking the 
Thames Embankment. He has balconies with tesselated 
floors, awnings of white and gold, and under the awnings 
‘ a glory of fresh blossoms,’ renewed every morning by an 
artist from Covent Garden, which frame the scene with 
their fabulously expensive petals. Two rooms will hardly 
hold the young gentleman’s coats a.nd trousers. He has 
half-a-dozen kinds of baths, which he perfumes with varions 
essences. He touches a button by his bed, and some 
marvellous piece of machinery puts within reach of him 
spirits and ‘ The Sporting Times.’ His sheets, his pillows, 
and his nightshirts are all of the finest silk. As he dresses 
a manicurist attends at his bedroom door. When his dress¬ 
ing is finished, the chief trouble that awaits him is the 
trouble of inspecting, of buying, or refusing to buy, the 
cig.TJS, the jewels, the lapis lazuli boxes, the Eussia leather 
writing-cases, the exquisite green note-paper, which the 
tradesmen of Bond Street flock daily to offer to his notice. 
Every time he goes out of dt>ors he is seriously retai’ded by 
the difficulty of deciding what necktie will suit his com¬ 
plexion best, which particular i»in out of a.tray-load will 
best suit his necktie, and what walking-stick will go best 
with both—an ‘ exotic ’ growth with a handle of exquisite 
tortoiseshell, or another ‘ capped with amb(*r almost as pale 
‘ as a pearl.’ Wc regret that Mr. Whiteing is guilty of 
one piece of negligerc.e; for, instead of providing his athlete 
with a dozen exotic buttonholes, brought with the flowers 
for his balcony, and laid on his dressing-table to choose 
from, he sends him out to buy one each morning at an 
ordinary flower shop in Piccadilly. For this lamentable 
lapse, iiowever, from the true fashioffiible standard Mr. 
Whiteing makes his amends by never allowing him to spend 
less than twenty shillings on his luncheon, and never, we 
may reasonably assume, less than live pounds on his dinnei'. 
This monstrous creature, who sleeps between silk sheets, 
who bathes in an essenced bath, and sits in a bower of 
roses, Mr. Whiteing actually imagines to be a type of what 
men and women of good position to-day regard and admire 
as ‘ the finished product of civilisation.’ 

Mr. Whiteing, however, is even farther astray from 
reality in his attempts to describe the manner and spirit of 
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the well-bred world than he is in his aecount of the 'sheets 
in which the fi^shionable atlilete sleeps. Here is a specimen 
of the way in which a highly placed Court official describes 
two visits he has just paid in the country :— 

* They did uk fine at f:he»ter Ifaces, I can fell you. I was at 
Appleby’s to meet the I’rince, if' you please, ^)ur little fimdanpo was 
rather stately, biit they simply went llie pace at the 'I'owers. So 
they did at liayner's. The llayners have lived in France, you 
know, and they are up to all sorts of little dodges tr) make the 
evenings go—scratch hops, Jew-de-society—all that sort of thing.’ 

The pigeon English of a Chinaman is very much more 
like this sort of thing than this sort of thing is like the con¬ 
versation of any possible grootn-in-waiting. And a similar 
observation will apply to Mr. Wliiteing’s ednvf'rsations in 
high life generally. They sometimes^ suggest what be 
might have seen at the bar of some* gilded restaurant. 
They are utterly unlike anything he would hear at any 
West End club. But not only does he fail to reproduce 
the tone of fashionable conversatiem; he utterly fails, in 
describing his rashionahlo Indies and gentlemen, to invest 
them with jinything like possible, human charactm'. They 
are merely so many mouthpieces for absurd and grotesque 
sentiments. In ‘ The Island,’ for exani)»le, lie Introduces us 
to the most exclusive society of Paris, where the Isidios 
habitually address each other as ‘Cointesse’ and ‘Dear 
‘ Marquise.’ One of them, having described the delights of 
getting up on a cold morning, in an atmosjdiere warmed 
with ‘ little gusts of rose vapour,’ Siiys that she heightens 
her pleasure by looking out of the window and watching tlie 
poor jumping in the streets to warm themselves. ‘ A quiet 
‘ little woman, of a sweet sedateiioss of expression,’ whom 
the hero of ‘ Number 5 John Street ’ lakes down to diuncr at 
a London house so magnificent that it has a minstrels’ gallery 
in the dining-room, says that the duty most incnnibent on 
the Church of EnplaiKl to-day’ is to save the souls of persons 
ill high life by ha,^ng private services in their drawing¬ 
rooms before they dross for dinner—services suited to their 
ultra-refined needs ; and she points to an archbishop on the 
other side of the table as a person specially designed for tliis 
holy and apostolic work. The archbishop, at whom the 
hero, with characteristic high breeding, has just flipped a 
pellet of bread, begs tlie English aristocracy not to despise 
America, but ‘ to believe the best of everybody ; ’ for the 
Americans know as well as the English how to keep the 
poor in their place ; are infinitely more ready to shout them 
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down when they strike; and ‘ a man,’ ho says, 

‘ O' fortune there and keoi) it as securely as here.’ In fact, 
every gift of character-drawing which Mr. Whiteing exhibits 
in ‘John Street’ he has lost as soon as he migrates to 
Mayfair or Belgravia. 

What concerns us, however, is not tlie fact, but the reason 
of it. Mr. Whiteing does justice to Jolin Street because 
he has really, acquired some knowledge of it, and has 
vitalised his knowledge by an act of imaginative sym¬ 
pathy. Of Mayfair he lias no such knowledge at all. And 
now having gl.anccd in succession at tlio various in¬ 
teresting lights which Mr. Whitoing’s books throw on his 
capacity as an observer of modern civilisation, let ns consid r 
his theories of it, his explanation of the origin of its evils, 
and the nature of the medicine which he passionately recom¬ 
mends to us as a remedy for them. Seeing, as we have 
done, how many .are the talents possessed by him, and how 
honest he is in his wish to reveal the t rath, his theories, 
when we examine them, excite in ns nothing but .nstonish- 
inent. Put in their briefest form they come simply to this: 
that the riches of Mayfair are the cause of the poverty at 
John Street. The inhabitants of John Street make all the 
wealth of the world. The inhabitants of Mayfair apjiropriato 
and squander all of it, except an insigniticant fraction, 
with which John Street buys crusts and cat's meat. So 
far as the actual productive process is concerned, there is 
no inherent connexion between the origin of wealth and 
the distribution of it. The hitter depends at present ini 
ill-adjusted social ari-angemeuts, and vicious ideals and 
propensities prevalent through the whole coniinunity; but 
these can be completely changed without the former being 
affected. The vicious ideals arc those which represent as an 
object in life the attainment bj" each individual of the best 
conditions attainable by him. The vicious piopensities are 
propensities to regard this object as the «krue one. Let us 
only cease to desire we.alth for ourselvedj and it will still con¬ 
tinue to be produced in order that wo may distribute it 
among our neighbours. In other words, the riches of a 
nation depend on a process of production which is essen¬ 
tially self-contained, and on which we may always count. 
The riches of individuals depend on a process of grabbing, 
with which the process of production, as such, has nothing 
at all to do; and the poverty of individuals depends on 
their inability to grab successfully. ‘ Verily,’ exclaims Mr. 
Wliiteing in his imaginary character of aristocrat, ‘ we are 
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‘ but bilge liver jiikc in black aiul white. Our craving for 
‘ suporfluilies* balks jo iniicb lionest craving for need.’ 
‘You get rich,’ he says, ‘by getting as much as you can 
‘ for yourself, and giving as little as you can to others.’ 
‘ Even,’he continues, ‘if the rich man is not actually a 
‘ robber, he is using his cleverness to take some one clse’s 
‘share’—a doctrine which Mr. Whiteing explains with 
more precision by giving it to us in oconomic'language: - 

‘A fjicl.ory is :i jil.-ice wlioi-p .a nmii^or df pcopld work toftoflicr to 
•sinijilify lliu proro-s of .•ipiiropriiilin,!' t.licir ojiinings to one. You give 
tliciri a little ol’ it Itiick tor jmwi'iifler, and kei'p as much oC it as you 
can I'or yoiirsell'. What you kt’0]i haek is called capital. 'I’hey make 
tall, ot course, or sonn; ot their (oreniuneis made, it, every sou or 
ci nt. Yi>u get it—ih.'it is the main point. Your share is claimed as 
cost of Miperintcndcnee, charge for the loan ol yonr brains, or, by-and- 
by, ‘IB interest on yonr sjivings-a very superior plea. But it all 
comes out of lalumr all, all, Ai.ii.’ 

Here, with the excejition of one important detail, wo have 
simply a reproduci ion, in their crudest form, of the fallacies 
which Karl khir-v invested wutli a .semblance of science, and 
imposed for a time on the majority of Ruropean Socialists, 
hut. which even Socialists liave been forced to abandon, and 
which IFarx himself admitted before his deatli to be quite 
inadequate as an (‘xpi.ination of ccoiionhe fads. Over and 
over again have these liillacies been exposed. Over and 
over again lias it been shown that more labour, taken by 
if.sdf, instead of producing ‘all, all, all —every sou anil 
'■ cent,’ is, in the jiroduetion of wealth, merely one force out 
of many; that taken by itself it iiroduccs extremely'little, 
and that if it were really to-day our sole productive agent, 
we all of us, Mr. Whiloiiig included, .sliould he sliivein'ng, 
half-starved -savages. And yet. here, in spite of this, we have 
a man of Mr. Whileing’s attainments enunciating it again 
as some solemn and stupendous truth. Ho differs, however, 
from Karl Marx in this—and exhibits in doing so an 
immense intellectual superiority' to him—that whereas Marx 
attributed the existing iuoquiilities of wealth to the 
historical vicissitudes of Europe since the close of the feudal 
ages, coupled witli a diabolical brutality inherent in the 
nature of the rich, Mr. WJiih'iiig attributes them to some 
deeper and far more general cause—to certain characteristics, 
certain moral or immoral tendencies, pertaining to the dis¬ 
positions of rich men and poor men equally. John Street, 
he says, ‘ is merely Bond Street without Bond Street’s luck,’ 
and he admits that though economic conditions may reacf; 
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on human nature, it is human nature that is ultimately the 
cause of economic conditions. But having^ dirined so much 
of the truth, Mr. Whiteing’s error is as follows. Having 
traced inequalities of wealth to their origin in human nature, 
he imagines them to originate only in the emotional facts of 
that nature; he does not see that they primarily originate 
in the intellectual facts; or, if he sees tliis, he mistakes 
entirely the manner in which they originate, lie thinks 
tliat some men are rich and some poor because, with different 
opportunities, or a differing quickness in using them, they, 
in obedience to the same selfish desire, seize upon differing 
shares of wealth already prodiiccd. He fails to see that the 
main cause of fhese inequalities is the fact that men, with 
their differing intellectual gi'ts, differ indefinitely in the 
power which the}’’ possess of producing it. Mr. Whiteing’s 
analysis of the sitiialion would be partly, though not wholly, 
true if applied solely to such fortunes as result from a certain 
class of gambling on the Stock Exchange, or from the pro¬ 
motion of unsound com])anios. Fortunes which result thus 
may doubtless, with some justice, be described us due to a 
process of competitive grabbing, stimulated by the d(>sire of 
each to grab all he can for himself'. But it is not by such a 
process as this a nation’s -n'ealth increMses, or that, having 
increased, it is kept from again dwindling. That vast 
multiplication of necessaries, comforts, and conv«*uiences 
which is the distiindive feature of the progressive nations 
of to-day—the mass and substance of the w<.*alth that the 
rich and poor divide- docs not depend on the fact that men 
struggle to seize them. Nor does it depend on a multipli¬ 
cation of labourers, though it produces this. It depends on 
the assistance increasingly lent to labour by the power 
which Mr. Whiteing sneers at as ‘ precious brainS a power 
which enables the same number of labo\n’ers to participate 
in the production of a. continuously increasing product. 
Though witliout labour tlu're would be no wealth at all, yet 
without the ‘ precious brains,’ of the wealth that is now pro¬ 
duced there would be produced only a fraction; and the 
‘ precious brains ’ are not only precious, but exceiitioiial. 
That is to say, in every wesdthy community a large part of 
its wealth owes its existence and its continuance, not to the 
’ labours of the many, but to the concentrated intelligence of 
the few. The intelligence of the few varies in its’productive 
efficacy. Some men produce thousands, another man produces 
millions, and the origin of iudividuai riches, though it may 
Ife partially hidden by inheritance, is as a rule—^though 
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there are doubtless glaring exceptions—not, as Mr. Wliitemg 
imagines, soiligbody’s adroitness in seizing them, but tlie 
exceptional efficiency of eoinobody’s power of producing 
them. They represent, that is to say, Jiot abstractions from 
an existing stock, but additions to an existing stock, and 
additions made by tho persons who enjoy tliem now, or by 
persons from whom those who enjoy them now have inherited 
them^ Mr. Whiteing’s attacks on society,‘as he Jumself 
conducts them, liavo tlieir root in the idea tha<- no man can 
make himself rich exce[>t by making a number of others 
poorer tlian they otherwise would be. No idea could bo 
more absolutely false to facts. He niiglit as well argue tliat 
if two siirtilar fields arc givejito two (uiltivatprs, one of them 
by his skill aud intelligence cannot double the previous drop 
without preventing his mughbour from raising any crop at 
all. It is, of course, obvious that if a man of great individual 
genius has made a million of uioiiev, and (Mnployed ten 
thousand labourers, the workmen would be richer if, instead 
of keeping ifc for himself, lie made a present of a hundred 
pounds to each of them, and if he refused to do this lliey 
would be poorer ihsm they would liave been if he had done 
it. But liis refusal to give them the money which he him¬ 
self had made, even if we should admit that such a refusal 
is wrong, is a wrong of a, kind allogether difl’erent from that 
of embezzling niom^y that had been made, not by him, but 
them. Mr. Wliiteing mistakes tho former process for the 
latter. He sees a man refuse to give a beggar a shill in g, 
and declares that lie Juis takesi a sliilling out of the beggar’s 
pocket. 

The whole of Mr. Wliiteiiig’s case against society as it 
exists is founded on a misconcejition. are not saying 

that society is not darkened by many evils. We are not 
saying that Mr. Wliiteing is not riglit in deploring them, and 
in urging us to seek for them every possibh* remedy ; but that, 
while he is right in deploring tht»m, lie is wrong in his 
diagnosis of their nature. Such being (lie case, we will now 
proceed to show that he is also wrong in his estimate of 
their extent, and yot more wrong in the prescription which 
he offers us for a rcmc^dy. 

That he should be wrong in his estimate of their extent 
will hardly surprise the reader, wlio lias seen from liis 
fantastic pictures of the lives of tho rich and fashionable 
with what naive and impassioned credulity hts can take 
fancies for fsicts. It is not, however, necessary for us to trust 
to a general inference like this in order to realise how wild a 
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misconception of facts underlies Mr. Wliitcing’s misconcep¬ 
tion of principles. In addition to giving .rfS pictures of 
the startling inequalities of life, he reduces them in the last 
chapter of ‘ Number r> John Street ’ to a definite statistical 
statement. ‘ Nine-tenths of mankind,’ he says—‘ mankind. 
‘ as it exists in England--still live as brutes in regard to all 
‘ that makes life worth living, while the other tenth rots, in 
‘ charaicter with the infirmities of plethorji and ejeess.’ 
Now let us apply these estimates to th(‘ actual condition 
of England. And first we may notice that the ordinary 
socialistic agitator, while it is his invariable custom when 
contrasting riches and poverty to dei:lare, a.8 Mr. VVhiteing 
does, that the rich are physically rotten with self-indulgence, 
also invariably contrasts, when ho slightly shifts his ground, 
the excellent health of the rich with the precarious health 
of the poor. Both these statements cannot possibly be true. 
The rich cannot bo exceptionally rotten, and at the same 
time invidiously healthy. As a matter of fact both state¬ 
ments arc absurd ; but if Ave confine our conception of the 
jjoor to the workers in some certain dangerous industries, 
the former is truer than the latter, which Mr. Whiteiug 
endorses. But for argument’s sake let us accept this latter 
statement as true. Let us assume that the rich are rotten 
with plethora and excess, as he says they ai*e. It such bo 
the case, the rich being a tenth of the population, the 
number of people who are rotting fi-oiu prodigal self- 
indulgence cannot, in this country, be less than four 
millions. Now, liow much does it cost a man, in Mr. 
Whiteing’s estimation, io rot in the manner ho describes? 
Ilis typical rich young man, who sleeps between silk 
sheets, cannot accomplish the feat on less than 7,000/. a year 
allowed him by his father, and some additional thousands 
which he bon’ows; the total coming, w(* may conclude, to 
at least ](»,000/.; while as for tlie father, who is rotting 
even more obviously than the son, the process costs him 
annually 100,000/. at least. Now, how many people in 
this country have 100,000/. a year? Only seven or eight 
hundred have more than a fifth of that* income. Not more 
than two thousand have so much as a tenth of it. But 
perhaps Mr. Whiteing thinks tha.t it is possible to rot with 
plethora on less. Still, if the hero of the silk sheets, the 
while and gold aAvnings, and the bowers of priceless roses, 
cannot rot on less than 10,000/. a year as a bachelor, a 
family will require at least an equal amount to do so. 
Now, a fcAV years before Mr. Whiteing’s first bool? vvas 
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written the number of families whose incomes were more 
than half thaf amount was not more than eight thousand. 
It is evident, therefore, that according to the most libei’al 
computation, five rotting members being credited to each 
familjb the number of individuals rotting with plethora and 
excess, instead of being four millions, cannot be possibly more 
than one-hundredth part of it. But let us make to Mr. 
Whitqjng one concession more—a concession whose libei'ality 
he would certainly himself reject. Let us concede that, to 
enable a family to n»t with plethoi’a and excess, an income of 
1,0001., instead of 10,0001., is sutticieut. The number of 
families enjoying 1,000/. a year and upwards in the United 
Kingdom does not exceed eighty thousand; and tliesc, if again 
we multiply the figures by five, will give ns a total of four 
hundred thousand persons, which is only a tenth part of the 
richer tenth of the populiition, and of the jK>pulation as a 
whole is not a tentli, but a hundredth. Mr. Whiteing, 
therefore, in his estimate, if we t-.ikc! the most favourable 
view of it, is about as near to any possible reality as he 
would be if he said that the height of St. Paul’s Cathedral 
was nearly five thousand feet, or that the average life of a 
man was seven hundred years. Nor is his estimate of the 
condition of the poorer classes any truer than his estimate 
of the richer. Nine-tenths of the popula.tion, he says, are 
still living like brutes, or, in other words, about thirtj'-six 
million persons. Now, just as he exemplifies his idea of a 
man rotting with jdethora by the life of the young gentle¬ 
man who sleeps between silk sheets, so does he exemplify 
his idea of the man who lives like a brute by the lives of 
the persons who inliabit Number .) John Street. Now 
these are jiersons, according to Mr. VVhitoiug’s account, who 
earn from 10.s'. to a w'cek, and if his statement about 
nine-tenths of the population means anything at all, it 
means that the life of these is a fair type of the lives of 
the whole thirty-six millions who are not dying of plethora. 
How far is this the casoi* Uow far do the classes who 
live in streets like John Street represent the classes us a 
whole of which the vast total is composed? This is a 
question which can be answered with some accuracy. In 
the first place, the thirty-six millions include something 
like a million persons belonging to families with incomes 
approaching 200/. It includes approximately six million 
persons belonging to •families with incomes approaching 
150/. Of the male population of workers over fifteen years 
of age, it includes two millions who earn from 80/. to 
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lOOl. a year, representing, together with their families, 
about nine million individuals. It includes fhree millions 
who earn about 701. a year, representing,^ together with 
their families, more than thirteen million individuals—and 
these incc>mes, it should be remembered, are, in twoacases 
out of five, largely augmented by the earnings of wives 
and daughters ; while of the various grades of workers 
represented by the inhabitants of John Street, the«more 
prosperous represent less than a sixth of the working 
population as a whole, and the poorest represent less than 
a twenty-liftli of it. 

Mr. "Whiteiug’s statistical abstract, therefore, of the social 
conditions of this country is so absolutely false to facts that 
it can hardly be said to stand in any thinkable relation to 
them. His descriptions of deplorable poverty apply accu¬ 
rately—and, as we have said before, they are exceptionally 
good of their kind -to a certain portion of our population. 
Of this there ean be no doubt. Hut this portion of the 
population, iustiiad of being nine-tenths of the whole, more 
nearly appro.icdies one-tenth ; while his ludicrous rich men, 
who are * rotiiiigwith the iulirmities of pletliora,’ could not 
possibly, if we assume them to bo a class at all, amount to 
as much as a thousandth part of it. In order to bring his 
ideas and siateinents into some accordance with reality, 
withont discarding his own phraseology altogether, instead 
of saying that iiine-te!>lihs of the population live the lives of 
urutes to enable one-tenth to live lives of fabulous luxury, 
be would have to say that wbihi iiiue-tenths of the popula¬ 
tion eiijoyod progressive prosperity, on(! exci'ptional tenth, 
for some important reason, are excluded from it. 

If Mr. Wbiteing is thus astray in his diagnosis of social 
suffering, it can hardly be expec.ted that lie will teach us the 
way to cin*c it. A .social reformer can no more prescribe 
for society if, because he feels strougly the horror of its 
exceptional miseries, he reasons as tliough these exceptional 
miseries were the, rule, than a doctor can prescribe for a 
patient who has a crushed foot if, because the foot givQS 
the patient iiitciise pain, the doctor concludes, and bases 
his treatment on the conclusion, that every organ in the 
man’s body is injured or deranged also. There is no 
question hero of the intensity of the evils referred to. Let 
us giuiit that this is even greater than Mr. Whiteing repre¬ 
sents it. Mr. Whiteing’s error lies -in his complete mis- 
couceptiuu of -their extent, and, misconceiving their extent^ 
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he entirely misconceives their origin. What is a local 
wound or injury ho mistakes for an organic disease. 

Let us now see how, as a consequence of this mistake, 
Mr. Whiteing proposes to remedy the suffering which, with 
so much true feeling, he deplores. Imagining that riches 
on the one hand, and extreme poverty on the other, result 
from the siuiph) process of grabbing, with unequal luck, that 
hence the gain oi one man is necessarily the*los3of another, 
and that the grabbing j)ro(!es8 is due to one fatal desire, 
which animates all of us, be wa successful or lansuccessfnl, 
to get for ourselves the largest share we cun, the sole remedy, 
lie says, is to eradicate this desire from our hearts. ‘Let 
‘ us cease,* he says, ‘ to be competitive. Let us cease to 
" be self-helping.’ Let the cU;verest of us,‘at the table of 
life, act merely as ‘ (Uirvers,* whosii sobi anxiety is to press 
the best bits on the stupidest. ‘ Iting out the old,’ he 
exclaims, ‘ring in the new -the great moral renaissance— 
‘ the new learning of the mind and heart—the now type of 
‘ mjin ami woman.’ Now even here Mr. Wliiteing exhibits 
a pliilosopbic gras[) of truth which renders him essentially 
superior to Socialists of the type of Marx. He sees that no 
fiuidaiiiental cliange in the process of distribution can be 
permanently established unless we first accomplish a change, 
fundamental to the same degrtse and equal!}' permanent, in 
the average human character. ‘ As a mere economic 
‘ formula,’ ho says, ‘ Democracy must fade off into vision. 
‘ . Tlie underground system of* the human being is the 

I* thing we lunst first set right.’ So far as it goes nothing 
can bo more true than this. The only questions we have to 
ask with regard to it,are tlio following: —l^hrst, whether 
any fuiidameiital change in the process of distribution is 
ne( 5 essary or would be efficient as a remedy for social degni- 
dation ijud misery; and secondly, whether, assuming this 
econoinii; change to b(3 de.sirable, the corresponding change 
which it implies in the average human character is pro¬ 
ducible. \Ve shall find that the answer to both these 
questions is a negative. 

With regard to the lirst, we have only lo insist once morij 
on a truth which wo have expressed already, namely, that 
the real causes to which llitMuequalities of wealth are duo, 
while they are to be sought, as Mr. Whiteing says they 
are, iu the charaettu'istics of liumau nature, are not to be 
sought in the characteristics of it which Mr. Whiteing 
imagines. They are not to be sought in the universality of 
a selfish desire to appropriate wealth; they are to be sought 
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in tlio great inequalities of men’s powers of producing it. It 
may, perhaps, be argued that a man’s desire “to keep what 
he has produced himself is just as reprehensible as a desire 
to grab what he has not produced; but, as a force acting on 
society, it is, at all events, a different desire. It sets in 
motion a different series of processes. It sets in motion 
processes, not of abstraction from the total of wealth, but of 
addition to it.' It is in itself, therefore, not the ultimate 
cause of poverty, and consequently the abolition of it would 
not be the abolition of poverty. On the contrary, the 
reverse is the case. It is a fact attested by the history of 
modern industrialism that the exceptional producers of 
wealth are never able to keep the whole of their produce. 
For various causes a part of each new increment which 
their talent and enterprise add to the national stock finds 
its way into the pockets of those who have not produced it. 
Of the additional efficiency which common labour derives 
from the aid which exceptional talent and enterprise lend to 
it, and which it would lose the moment tli(>y wex’e not 
induced to exert themselves, common labour is constantly 
receiving a percentage which not only increases in its abso¬ 
lute amount, but also tends to increase relatively to the fund 
from which it is taken. This is the reason of that general 
rise of wages which has taken place during the past sixty 
years, and has extended itself to the whole population except 
one particular fraction of it. Putting this fraction aside, 
the desire of the individual to possess wealth—the desire 
which is at the root of coDip(>tition, and which Mr. Whiteiug 
wishes to extinguish as the ultimate cause of poverty—is the 
cause of the diffusion of a gradually iiicrciisirig prosperity. 
Does Mr. Whiteing think that if ten thousand workmen 
were obliged to work for one particular employer, they 
would not be much more likely to be better housed, to 
receive larger wages, and to be better cared for in every 
possible way if the employer, by his enterprise, should make 
a constantly increasing income than they would be if from his 
apathy or incompetence his business remained stationary or 
dwindled? As for the unrelieved poverty of the non-pro¬ 
gressive fraction which excites Mr. Whitcing’s pity, and 
deserves the pity of all, wo shall never be able to understand 
it, wc sliall never be able to alleviate it, till we learn to 
realise that it is the exception and not the rule. Let us 
realise this, and we shall realise that the time cause of this 
fraction’s condition lies nut outside itself but within itself; 
and that it is poor, not because others have seized on 



1900. 


327 


Viciion and Philanthropy. 

exceptional wealth, but iftcause to the process of producing- 
it it contributes exceptionally little. If it is to be helped, 
as a whole, at all-—if its condition is to bo really i*aised, 
the object of the reformer must bo, not, as Mr. Whiteing 
thinks, to make the rest of the community essentially 
different from what it is, but to make this fraction less 
different than it is from the rest of the community. If Mr. 
Whiteing wished to study the effectiveness of a university 
as a teaching body, he would not go from college to college 
picking out the idlers and the drunkards, or the men who 
from mere feebleness either of will or intellect are dunces. 
He would test the scholursliiii of the more brilliant, and 
especially of the ordinary students; and if he wished to 
redeem the dnnees, he would never think oV doing so by 
dissuading others irom competing for the Hertford scholar¬ 
ship. Exceptional poverty, as a whole, has no more essential 
connexion with exceptional wealth, as a whole, than excep- 
tioiinl incompetence at a university has with exceptional 
talent. Even Mr. Whiteing himself sees lliis truth at 
moments, though ho has iotall^^ failed to incorporate it into 
his doctrine of life. In one place he observes that even in a 
collection of savage huts one hut will be found more squalid 
and more ragged than the rest. Does he think that this 
one is ^ualid and ragged because the rest arc clean and 
neat? When he is making the observation referred to he 
docs not even suggest it. He does not suggest that, because 
nine of the huts are clean, the tenth hut is dirty ; or that to 
improve tlie latter it is necessary to interfere with the 
former. In every civilisatioi^yiere are elements of wrong; 
but taken as a whole, and certain 2>arts being excepted, it is 
always, relatively to human possibilities, right. In other 
words, there is always—just as there is always in tlie most 
diseased human body—less to be altered than there is to be- 
nourished and maintained. Mr. Whiteing argues as though, 
because the body politic has crushed one of its feet, the way 
to cure its foot was to cut out its lungs. His failure as a 
social philosopher arises out of tw.o errors. In the first 
idace, he lakes a tenth of the population as a type of nearly 
the whole. In the second place, with regard to the redemp¬ 
tion of this submerged tenth, he fails to see that the true 
business of the reformer is not to teach the majority to 
become unlike themselves, but to help the minority to 
become less unlike the majority. 

And now, having shown that Mr. Whiteing’s proposed 
revolution in the whole * underground system of the human 

VOIi. OXCI. NO. cccxcii. ^ 
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‘ being ’—bis proposed extinction of the instincts of ‘ compe- 
‘ titiuii tind self-bclp ’—would not even touch the actual 
• causes of poverty, let us consider whether such a revolution 
can bo regarded as a possible cure for it. We may grant at 
once that, under certain imaginable circumstances, it would 
be; but those imaginable circumstances would include other 
revolutions in the human being in addition to those that 
Mr. Whiteing so resolutely ixdvocates. It is imaginable 
that the congenitally strong and the congenitally industrious 
might be persuaded to give to the congenitally stupid and 
the congenitally idle everything that they are too stupid and 
idle to make or to provide for themselves; but unless this 
remedy is to inert'ase the evil it is designed to cure human 
nature must be altered not only by eradicating our selfishness, 
but by also eradicating a tendency in it which at jmesent is 
universal, and which pi-ac.tically incapacitates a man from 
ever doing for himself anything which he can securely count 
on another man’s doing for him. If Mr. Whiteing could 
accomplish all this, if he could make man’s moral nature 
something totally diiierent from what it is', there would no 
doubt 1 ‘esult from the cliangc' a society totally different from 
anything that at present (!xist.s,aud from anything that has 
ever existed, lint if he considers that changes of such a radical 
kind are practicable, he might propose to accomplish his 
object in a considerably simpler way. Instead of revo¬ 
lutionising men’s moral (pialities, he might equalise their 
mental or quadrnjJc their ph}^sical capacities. He might 
endow iwery one with the genius of a Columbus, a Watt, 
oi' an Edison. He might give them all wings; lie might 
give them twenty hands; instead of providing them with 
fuel he might make them impervious to cold. All these 
^changes would be easier and shorter cuts to the abolition of 
the pains of poverty than the rc’volutioii of their moral 
naturt's. Mr. Whiteing admits that the moral nature of 
mankind has never fujidameutally changed from the dawn 
of history to to-day. What grounds has he for supposing 
that it will be fundamentally changed now 1* The operation 
of the human desires can be doubtless greatly modified— 
greatly for the worse, gi-eatly also for the better, just as the 
body is susceptible of various degrees of health. But 
though a sick man may he made healthy, and a healthy 
man may be made sick, the respective functions of the 
organs always remain the same ; the saint’s mouth and the 
murderer’s mouth are both between the nose and chin; 
'and precisely the same truth holds good of the human 
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character. It can b t indefinitely modified, as we see in 
the case of tlie sexual instincts, but it can never be funda¬ 
mentally chanj'ed. If the sexual instincts had undergone 
no raodiflcations, men to-day would be no bettor than 
monkeys. Tf the sexual instincts had been extinguished, 
as Mr. Whiti'ing proposes to extinguish the instinct of 
self-help, there would be to-day no men in (jxistence. As 
soon as we lose the instinct to hel^) oursefvcs we sliall have 
but ^*w resoiu’ces out of which we juay help others. 

Mr. Whiteing’s views, therefore, of the existing conditions 
of society, of the nature and origin of its evils, of the ineaus 
by which its evils may be remedied, bear no relation as a 
whole to facts or possibilities at all. It may, then, be asked 
why wo have been at some pains to examine them, and to 
this rpiestiori we must give Iwo separate answers. Our first 
ausw’er is, that though Mr. Whiteing’s views are absolutely 
false as a whole, yet they are urged as a whole with an 
earnestness, with a sincere conviction, and with what many 
readers will feel to be a singular persuasiveness, and are in¬ 
terspersed with observations and descriptions, individually 
true and accurate, which tend, iu the eyes of the inex- 
perienc('d,.to render these views [Jausible. Now such views 
as Mr. Whiteing’s, in proportion to their plausibility, arc 
mischiovous; they tend not so much to awaken social 
sympathy as to inilanie it, to prtjduce a fever of mind rather 
than a healthy activity, and to discjualify a man from dealing 
with poverty in pi’oportiou as they lix his attention on it. 
We have therefore thought it our duty to examine them 
with some minuteness, in order to exhibit to the reader their 
absolutely misleading character. 

But, iu addition to ihis reason f(.)r doing so, we have also 
another. Iu examining those views we have examined them 
with constant reference to the cliariicter and capacities of 
the author who puts them forward, and besides pointing out 
how inaccurate those views arc, it lias been our purpose to 
consider a yet more important question—the ijuestioii of 
IIow is it that the author has come to hold them '? We call 
this question important because, as we have said already, Mr. 
Whiwing is a type—and a highly favourable type—of a 
section of the community whose influence is often great, 
lie is a type of a jioculiar section of the English middle 
class which is distinguished loss by any special intellectual 
qualities than it is by what w'e may call an idiosyncrasy of 
moral temperament. Its members for the most part are 
■ thoughtful and educated persons, and some of them-have 
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mental gifts of a very high order; but it is not such gifts 
alone that make them a peculiar people/ Wliat makes 
them peculiar is the fact that associated with their mental 
gifts are a peculiar susceptibility to certain kinds of emotion 
and an exceptional pertinacity of purpose, which dcvelopes 
itself when their emotions are roused. These emotions are 
all of a marked and well-known character. They are 
essentially on ihd side of what those persons who feel them 
believe to be the right, or, as they usually call it^ righ^ous- 
ness, and an element of right or righteousness invariably 
forms a part of them.' But invariably also, together with 
this clement of right, is a chronic disposition to believe 
that the world in general is wrong. Tt is a disposition 
which keeps them in continual readiness to protest, to 
point out evils, to denounce them, to make the most of 
them, and to lay them to the charge of those whose teiu- 
peraments arc different from their own. In itself this 
combination of emotion and instinctive protest, though it 
would of necessity often result in unfairness, might often be 
productive of far more good than evil, and would have, at 
all events, no general tendency to be mischievous, if to any 
efficient degree it were controlled by an impartial intellect. 
But this is precisely the thing that fails to happen. The 
persons to whom we are now alluding are, as we said just 
now, for the most part persons of active and educated 
minds. They are men of reading and observation, they are 
often skilful in argument, they have the mental capacities 
necessary for forming sound judgements; but their emotions 
and the spirit .of protest—which is a form of emotion—are 
BO strong in them that, instead of being controlled by reason 
and adjusting their conclusions to what it tells them, it is 
not by their reason, but by their emotions, that they allow 
theii' conclusions to be shaped, and they merely employ their 
reason—the conclusions having been settled already—to make 
out a formal case for them, and support them by an appeal 
to facts. 

It is of persons who feel, who argue, who convince them¬ 
selves thus, and who, being convinced themselves, endeavour 
to inffueuce others, that Mr. Whiteiug offers so interesting 
and BO complete an example, and he is ^n example which 
he himself has enabled us to examine and analyse. His 
books are, as it were, working models of his own personality, 
and they show us that type of personality in its strongest 
and its weakest parts. Though we cannot regard him as 
a ffrst-dass writer, his writings show ua, as we have taken 
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pains to explain, that he is not only a well-meaning, but an 
exceptionally gifted man. He would jjrobably, if his 
emotions did not enslave his intellect, be an acute social 
philosopher instead of a blind enthusiast. Of the parlia¬ 
ment of philanthropists he might be a shrewd and sagacious 
member. But his natural sagacity and the natural ^mess 
of his judgement are enslaved by his emotions, and put to 
inverted uses. His very powers of accuratb observation 
help to mislead. His whole book, ^Number 5 John 
‘ Strfet,’ ia one prolonged illustration of this fact. The 
mental and emotional processes exemplified in that book 
are these: Mr. Whiteing starts with a knowledge, not 
peculiar to liimself, that even in the richest of countries 
there is a great deal of miserable poverty. Wherever he 
goes examples of it meet his eye. They touch him pro¬ 
foundly. They excite and till his imagination, and his 
imagination gradually represents to him this miserable 
poverty as so general that nothing rises above it but the 
riches of the unjustly rich. He then say^s to himself, ‘But 
‘ I will not trust to my feelings; I will see of my own 
‘ experience if this general poverty be really so miserable 
‘ as I feel it to be.’ He accordingly selects a house in one 
of those London streets which correspond most completely 
with his idea of what poverty is, and in this house he lives 
for six weeks, consorting with its inmates and earning his 
bread as they do. At the end of this period he says, * Now 
‘ I know all about it. My emotions told me truly. I have 
‘ chapter and verse for everything.’ He describes his ex¬ 
periences. He gives them to the world as a challenge, 
and to any' one who maintains that his views as to the 
miseries of the poor are exaggerated, he replies, ‘ I am 
‘ better (jualified to speak about them than you, for, unlike 
‘ you, I have known them and felt them personally.’ 

The whole fallacy of Mr. Whiteing’s procedure, and the 
procedure of those represented by him, is here exemplified. 
It is a fallacy of a double kind. In the first place, it is 
reasoning in a circle. His great thesis is that miserable 
poverty is general—that it is not confined to an excep¬ 
tional part of the population. He studies minutely poverty 
among the part in which it is admitted to exist: he gives 
a vivid picture of its misery as ho there finds it; and 
because he has succeeded in showing that it is miserable 
where it admittedly exists, he imagines himself to have 
demonstrated that it exists very nearly everywhere. He 
might as ^vell give us a vivid study of Bedlam, and then 
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argue that the whole of England was mad. The two 
propositions have nothing to do with one* auother. To 
show how miserable a part of the population is does nothing 
to show how large a part of it is miserable. In the second 
place, even when dealing with the nature of the admitted 
misery, Mr. Whiteing—thongh here he lias done his best 
to be accurate—is prevented by the strength of his emotions 
from being as aecurate as he might be. The tears' in his 
eyes make him see doiible. lie not only sees John Street 
as its habitual inhabitants see it, but ho siies it also ^s it 
is seen by a stranger with diflei'ent habits and standards, 
lie sees it as an Egyptian might see the life of the Esqui¬ 
maux if he wQre suddenly taken from the Nile to the North 
Pole. Such a man would not only see that the North Pole 
is colder than Egypt—he would .imagine that'the natives 
fi'lt it to lie as cold as he did. Thus even the more 
accurate part of Mr. AVhileing’s observations is exaggerated. 
His description of John Street presents us with a confusion 
of two different and distinct contentions. One is that its 
inhabitants are pitiable because their own condition revolts 
them; another is that they are miserable for the precisely 
opposite reason—(hat it does not revolt them as much as 
it revolts him. Both contentions may, in part, be equally 
true; but they are contentions which deal with distinct 
sets of phenomena, and to give cither its value the two 
ought to be separated. In Mr. Whiteing’s case, however, 
this error is tidvial—though it is not so in the case of many 
writers of similar sympathies -compared with the error ho 
commits iu taking the part for the whole, and fancying 
that because lie has shown how really deplorable is the 
condition of a fraction of the p»)pulation, he has shown that 
it is common to the larger part of the remainder. That 
he should be capable of fancying this will to mafiy people 
seem incredible; but a similar mental procedure is the 
distinguishing characteristic of the whole class of social 
reformers to which Mr. Whiteing belongs. Susceptible as 
they are to human wrong and suffering, they have an 
irresistible tendency to confuse the intensity of suffering 
with its extent. Because they feel that it is impossible to 
exaggerate the one, they are led to think that it is im¬ 
possible to exaggerate the other; and so possessed are they 
by this conviction, (hat if anybody cooler-headed than 
themselves presumes to tell them that any social evil, 
horrible though it may be in itself, is relatively small in 
extent, tlxey denounce such a critic as a.n indifferentist, who 
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has neither heart nor knowledge. The tnith is, that though 
in calling attention to the existence of extreme poverty the 
most valuable quality may be an emotional appreciation of 
its horror—an appreciation such as that which dominates 
Mr. Whiteing’s nature—the main quality required in devising 
any general alleviation of it is a power of examining it 
without any passion whatever, and arriving at an estimate 
of it in terms not of its quality, but of its quantity. To 
neglect this side of the inquiry, as Mr. Wliiteiug neglects it, 
is not to misconceive the extent of tlie evil only, but also 
to misconceive the causes from which it really springs, and 
to obscure instead of indicating the miians by which the 
evil may be alleviated. Mr. Whit(‘.iiig and the class of 
emotional reformers represi'uted by him may render the 
cau8(; of progress good service with their hearts, but, if 
this is to be so, the counsel which their hearts offer must 
b(‘ rigorously controlled and modified by quite otliei’ people’s 
heads. 
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Aet. III. -Bdiijion in Greek TAteratnre. By Lewis C^p- 

BELL, M.A., LL.D. London, New York, and Bombay: 

1808. 

T>bofessor Campbell’s contribution tothe history of Greek 
religion appears at an opportune time. It appears at a 
moment when scholars do not fear to recognise that the 
Lesser Archoeology, as Mr. Hogarth terms it in his preface 
to ‘ Authority and Archajology ’—that is to say, the science 
which deals with thd material remains of the huofan past— 
is not’the whole of archaeology; and that there is a Greater 
Archaeology which takes for its domain all documents, 
whether literary or material. The * science of religion ’ 
during its comiiaratively brief existence has busied itself 
much with myth and ritual, the lesser matters, a.nd has 
somewhat overlooked the existence of the religious spirit. 
It has added largely to our knowledge of the forms and 
circumstances of the religious life of the historic and 
pre-historic past, but of that life itself it has told us little, 
if that deficiency is to be remedied, if avc are to understand 
what Greek myths and rites meant for the Greeks, it is to 
Greek literature lh.at we must go, and it is the religious 
element in Greek literature- the subject of Professor 
Campbell’s work—that wo must consult. 

Prom this point of view, it is obvious, the origins of 
Greek religion have little interest. Whether the gods of 
Greece were or wore not originally personifications of sun or 
dawn, or storiu, it is certain that for the average Greek of 
the classical period they were not natural phenomena 
personified, but independent, divine personalities; and if it 
could be proved that Hermes was originally a wind-god, as 
Boscher maintains, the fact would throw not the slightest 
light on the frame of mind in which the god was approached 
by a worshipper who did not know that Hermes had anything 
to do with the wind. Questions as to the origin of mythology 
arfi also irrelevant; myths in their original form, whatever 
that was, may have been very different from the guise in 
which they were presented to the Greek of the fifth century 
B.C., but it was in their fifth century form that they were 
known to him and exercised their influence ou him person¬ 
ally and on the religious belief and life of the fifth century. 
Thus Professor Campbell resolutely, and rightly, turns his 
back upon the period of ‘beggarly elements’ and crude 
beginnings, which, as he says, explain little, and, we may 
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add, are macli the sane all the world over. He prefers to 
address himselT to the period of ‘ originality and bloom ’ in 
whith the higher minds of Hellas dealt with the problems of 
religion after their own fashion. His object is to discover 
not what Greek religion evolved out of, but what it evolved 
or tended to evolve into: not its origins, but its tendencies. 
He sees in the liistory of Greek religion a process of evolu¬ 
tion, but for that very reason be looks to lind in it not 
merely attenuated survivals of savage myths and barbarous 
rites and nothing more, but signs of substantial growth, the 
gradual acquisition of new and higher spiritual tjuths. 

Professor Campbell’s attitude in this matter is one of 
many indications that the scientifie concoptioM of evolution, 
after long dominating the thought of the nineteenth cen¬ 
tury, is^iving way to a more philosophic conception. The 
physical sciences find the w’liole explanation of any given 
event in the antecedent circumstances which produced it; 
and evolution, for those who approach it fi*om the side of 
the physical sciences, reduces itself to a perpetually regres¬ 
sive search after causes, the causes of those causes, and their 
causes again. Thus the only and the whole explanation 
that can be given of anything consists in an accurate state¬ 
ment of the antecedent circumstances out of which it was 
evolved. Hence it has been a dictum, long unchallenged, 
that no explanation of anything can be accepted as satis¬ 
factory in the nineteenth (icntiiry which does not trace the 
thing back to its origin. Tliis conception of the method of 
evolution, as an instrument of sciontifie investigation, has 
been Tinhesitatingly accepted from the physical sciences by 
those students who take man, his words, and thoughts and 
works for their domain ; and it is, accordingly, the origins of 
civilisation and society, morality and religion, which for a 
quarter of a century or mor(i have almost exclusively been 
studied. But now, oven before the work in this direction 
has been fnlly accomplished, doubts arc beginning to be felt 
whether the only explanation which a study of origins can 
give is any explanation at all- -indeed, whether the origins 
themselves can be properly understood except in the light of 
their subsequent evolution and of tbeir highest developcmcnt. 
If we assume, as is generally assumed, that the course of 
human evolntionhas on the whole been one of developcment, 
progress, and advance, though in many times and in many 
places there have been failures, decay, and decline, it is 
obviously of scientific importance to be able to discriminate 
thqse elements in the origins of any institution which are 
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the seeds of growth from those which contain the germs of 
decay. But it is only by their fruits that we can know them, 
it is only from a knowledge of the effect produced that we 
can learn the nature of the producing cause. There is no 
a priori method of toiling by simply inspecting the origins 
of a thing what it may develope into; on the contrary, if we 
do not know the full extent of what we have to explain, if 
we do not kno'w it in its highest developement, there is con¬ 
siderable danger that we may overlook some of the most 
important of the. antecedent circumstances and may form an 
incomplete and one-sided view of the origins, or even be 
mistaken a^to what the origins actually wore. If we are to 
pick out from p,mong the innumerable fantastic, incoherent 
beliefs, customs, and ideas of the savage, those which 
contain the seeds of religious ]>rogress, and, distinjinishing 
them frem the element which will hereafter hamper that 
progress, are to call them the origins of religion, we must 
have, to start with, some idea of wliat iirogi’ess in religion is. 

It seems at first sight .a truism fo sa.y tha.t, before ivi* can 
begin to inquire as to the cause of a thing, we must know 
what the thing is, and be able to distinguish it from other 
things. But this trivial truism, when pushed to its logical 
conclusions, yields an apparent paradox. When wo compare 
the religion of civilised man with the beliefs of savages and 
barbarians, we feel no doubt tlia.t th{>re has been improvement 
and advance in religion, and we should not have any 
insuperable difficulty in stating the nature of the progi'ess 
that has been made. We can define the progress sufficiently 
well to justify us in proceeding to try to detect, its causes, 
and to arrange the various forms of religion as higher and 
lower, according as they approximate to our conception of 
what is highest. But whence do we get this conception of 
what is highest? AVe cannot say that existing forms-- 
whether of religion, or society, or law, or civilisation—are 
highest simply because they are the latest in time. It is 
clear that some forms which have been later in time have 
been lower than those which preceded them ; and not only 
do we classify some; existing forms as lower thS,n others, but 
no existing form is accepted, even by all its adherents, as 
thoroughly satisfactory- the most earnest of its adherents 
are most earnest in their endeavours to bring it somewhat 
nearer to their ideal of what it should be. It is by their 
ideal that they measure not only the advance which they 
hope to make, but the progress which has been made since 
the beginning of things. If we do not consider the existing 
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state of thing’s in society or religion -as perfectly satis¬ 
factory, it is because we have an ideal which the existing 
state of things does not come up to; and consequently the 
standard by which we measure the progress that has been 
made in the course of human evolution is not approximation 
to things as they are at the end of the nineteenth century, 
but approximation to our ideal of what they-ought to be. 

Thus starling iroin the sippareiitly liarinle* proposition 
that we cannot discover the causes of a thing if we do not 
know what the thing is whose causes we are to inquire into, 
we are landed evenlinilly in idenlisni, and committed to the 
doctrine that we cannot, tell wliat is real unless we first know 
the ideal. This is the philosophic! concoptioy of evolution 
which Professor CampbelI ]>refers to the scientific. It 
intiu’prets the whole course of human evolution as a process 
of apjiroximation, broken and interrupted at times and iji 
places, but on the Vvholo a (-ontinuiil approximation, to the 
ideal. Jt s(»eks the explanation of the process not in 
antecedent circumstances and causes producing effe(*ts 
mechanically, but iji the ideals for which men have striveu, 
if not always successfully, yet not always in A ain. The evolu¬ 
tion of religion accordingly consists in man’s strivings after 
the supreme reality, wliieli is the ideal ; and Professor 
Campbell, after quoting tlie Avords of St. Paul, ‘ that they 
‘ should seek tluj Tiord if haply they might feel after Him and 
' find Him,’ gcTcs on to say: 

‘In tli(! \vil(l(;st rihcrrations of the religious coiisciousncsa tliero is 
yrt n rroping iifier the piiprem^s n rnn'ing dosiro to realise 'vliat is 
more and mightier than man, and lo iiiid a support whereon Iiis 
weakness may roly. TJiorc avoiiI*! ho no jirogross if tliori' wore no 
shadows to he done away. Our aim stiould lx* to bring out from 
amidst their grosser aiirroundings those broken liglits of higher things 
wliie.h come to us refr.iclnd tlirough the llioughts of meir.' (^P. 2.) 

The history (»f (ireek religion, accordingly, is unin¬ 
telligible except upon the assumption that in it also the 
moving principle was not mere mechanical causation, but a 
striving afU'r the ideal, a struggling onwards to the goal:— 

‘ If in the earliest articulate utterance of the Hellenic spirit we 
discern ii proibuiid conviction that the Power which is supreme sends 
down inevitable redress'of wrong, guards jealously the tiimily bond, 
protects the suppliant and the stranger, and tempers even justice with 
deep human pity; if, aa history advances, the conviction of the 
divinity of justice and of the nobleness of self-dcivction clears and 
widens more and mere; if a yearning after religious purity springs 
up unbidden, and suggests a briglilening hope of future blessedness; 
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if, as thought awakens, the hutniin spirit, weary of the play of 
imagination and prompted by some divinely kindled spark, begins 
consciously to reach after “the One,’’ “ the Wliolo,” “the Q’nie ” . . . 
shall we he told that this .struggling of noble hearts and minds to 
live and think aright is all in vain— that they were pressing to no 
goal’ (P. 3.) 

Tf the strn^glb to live aud think aright was then, and is 
now, a strug^e which a reasonable man may reasonably bo 
expected to undertake, then the object striven for cannot be 
a mere illusion: the ideal is implied to bo real and valid; 
there was a goal to which the noble hearts and minds of 
ancient (Ireece were pressing. If we ask whence they 
derived that ddeal, and how they divined the goal, the 
answer is, ‘ There is a spirit in man, and the inspiration of 
‘ the Almighty giveth them understanding.’ Hence on the 
one hand the Hellenic spirit could lend raucli of its intcl- 
lectniil form to historical Christianity; while, on the other 
hand, the value of the ideas thus historically assimilated 
has not yet been exhausted. Indeed, the religious element 
ill Greek literature, properly studied, may yet help to meet 
what a thinker of our time has called the deepest want of 
* our age : a new definition of God.’ (P. 1.) 

Though we cannot agree with Professor (/arapbell in re¬ 
garding ‘ a new definition of God ’ as a bappy or an adequate 
mode of e.xpressing what is undoubtedly ‘ an cver-recumug 
‘ want of humanity in passing from one stage* of enligbten- 
‘ nient to another,’ there can be no doubt that the only 
fruitful and the only scientific way of treating Greek 
religion, or any other religion, is to deal with it as a phase 
of the evolution of I’eligion in general^ It is a part of a 
larger whole ; and, if it is to be viewed aright, it' must be 
viewed in the light which a knowledge of the larger whole 
throws upon it. Important as it is to recognise fully and 
explicitly the distinction between religions and religion, and 
constantly to bear in mind that none of the forms which 
religion takes from time to time is an adequate expression 
of its spirit, it is yet more important to recognise the 
underlying unity of which all forms are but the manifesta¬ 
tions, and the progressive revelation of which constitutes the 
evolution of religion. To discover wherein this underlying 
unity consists is a work essential to be done, if the science 
of religion is to make any further progress, and it is also 
■precisely the point which until quite recently has been most 
neglected by that science. • 

The contemplation of creeds outworn, of beliefs wj^ch 
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nien have lived aud died for, hut Avhioh wc now have out¬ 
lived so far that they seem grotesque and even repellent, is 
apt to disquiet the faith of some and to strengthen the 
scepticism of others. Those who are thus discouraged and 
those who arc thus encouraged are alike wrong : neither can 
see the forest for the trees; both are tempted to imagine 
that, because religions are many, religion there is none. 
To their encouragement or discouragement, however, science, 
as such, rightly is inditferenl. But the fallacy to which 
they fall victims is one which it is of vital interest to her to 
controvert. If there is no religion, there is no science of 
religion. If there is no underlying unity between religions, 
the law of continuity does not hold with rqgard to them, 
and there is no evolution of religion. These elementary 
considerations are obscin;ed from tlic view probably by the 
difficulty of defining the underlying unity and of expressing 
the reality which resides not indeed behind, but rather 
(though in different degrees) in all forms of religioq. The 
biologist, however, is confronted with identically the same 
difficulty when ho attempts to define ‘ life.’ But the diffi¬ 
culty does not lead him to the conclusion that life docs not 
exist. It causes him indeed to reject from time to time 
definitions which are inadequate, or Avhich arc inconsistent 
with the facts that he has to account for. It does not lead 
him to doubt the reality of life in the various forms in which 
he studies it. Kven the long array of extinct flora and fauna 
presented by the geologic I'ccord has not the depressing 
effect on him which the contemplation of creeds outworn 
has upon the less scientific minds that concern themselves 
with the history of religion. Indeed, with a little more 
faith in science, th% might derive conside’rablo consolation 
from his example. When haunted by the somewhat un¬ 
reasonable fear that religion may after all prbve to belong 
to the pathology of miud, they might reflect that the 
biologist does not regard life as a pa^ological affection of 
mattej: he takes himself aud his subject too seriously for 
that. When reluctant to face all the consequences of the 
fact that lower forms give way to higher, they might take 
comfort in reflecting that as tlie biologist has no reason to 
expect the advent of a higher species than man, so they 
need expect a higher form not than but of Christianity. 

As it is easier for the biologist to define any given species 
or variety of animnl than to define life itself, so it is easier for 
the student of religion to define any particular form of religion 
than religion itself. The reason is that each form has its 
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limit: every system lias its day, and, when the day is 
done, may be viewed in its entirety, and may be dealt with 
as a completed whole. Bat in the life of religion there is 
no finality: it is a feeling after God, a constant hungering 
and thirsting for righteousness, a perpetual struggling to 
do and think aright, an approximation to an ideal never 
fully realised. Thus, while a religion may bo defined in 
terms stating what itf is, religion must be defined in terms 
of what it tends to be. The form which religion takes in 
any given place and lime is ooiiditionod by the human im¬ 
perfections of those in whuiri the spirit of religion manifests 
itself. The sh:H)e and course which religion actually took, 
subject as it w^as to the limitations of those imperfections, 
may b(5 accurately defiiu?d. What, but for those limitations, 
il might have been, we cannot saj^ But the methods of the 
comparative sciences, when applied to religion, may enable 
us to form some conjecture. We cannot eliminate human 
imperfections from any religious system any more than 
we can eliminate friction entirely from any system of 
mechanism; but the elimiiiution may be carried out in 
various degrees in various systems, and so attbrd us some 
measure of the retardation which the friction of an imper¬ 
fect mechanism causes. 

Tlio C(>niparative science of religion must always be 
largely concerned witlj the liunian imperfections which 
deflect, and pcrvei't, check ajid thwart the religious Impulse 
and religious aspirations of nutn; and liuinaii nature, or its 
limitations, is so much tlio same in all tinu's and in all 
plac(‘S, that the limitations thejiiselves attbrd copious 
matiM'ials for comparison with omj another and ample scope 
for the employment of the comparative method. The 
restricted range of the savage’s kntmledge, the poverty of 
his mat(Tiul resources, the low developeinent of his morality, 
the narrow bonds of his tribal system and social organisation, 
all confine his activity—physical, mental, emotional, and 
religious- to grooves which are strikingly similar, every¬ 
where. If in the same stage of culture he everywhere 
makes his weapons of flint and his vessels of earthenware, 
it is because everywhere he is still ignorant of the use of 
metals. If everywhere he uses the same misleading analo¬ 
gies to explain the action of natural forces, to account for 
the existence of life and of death, to justify his tribal 
customs, or to frame his mythologies and cosmogonies, it 
is because everywhere he is still in -the darkness of 
ignorance. 
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But, though his ^.imitations are so similar and their 
action so unift>rm, it is a mistake to imagine that their 
sirailarity is what the continuity of religion consists in, or 
that they constitute tlie whole of the facts of which the 
comparative science of religion has to render an account. 
Yet there; has been a constant tendency in the science of 
religion to overlook the existence of the religious impulse, 
and to deny that religious aspirations ar(‘ a motive force con-, 
tributing to tlie forward niovtuucuit of civilisation and of man. 
The mistake is the same as if wc wme to allege the absence 
of metal as tlj(* reason of Hint imidements or earthenware 
vessels, and were to overlook or deny t(je existence of the 
needs and purposes which they were creai^fd to satisfy. 
The similarity hotweeii tin* implements used by all peoples 
in the Stone Age is only partially accounted for by their 
ignorance of medals; the fundameiital reason of the simi¬ 
larity is the fuiulameiital similarity of the physical needs of 
man. Jn the saint* way the fundamental simihirity of other 
human needs—social, m(»ral, and spiritual—is the fact indi- - 
cated by the simihirity which marks the sottial organisation, 
the moral institutions, and religious conceptions of all 
priinitive peoj)lcs. 

We reach the sanu; conclnsion if we take, so to speak, a 
longitudinal, instead of a transverse, section of culture. 
Rifle and bullet fulfil the same Junction as the bow and flint 
urrow-hoad; and the former weapon has been evolved 
through the cross-bow, out of the latter. A rifle is not a 
bow ; the only points the two implements have in common are 
the function which they discharge and the Iiuman needs 
which they subserve. The motive force which has evolved 
the one weapon out of the otJior is the human need which 
has been coustaut Ihruiigliout succeasivi! generations of men, 
and which has sti*adily accumulated a number of successive 
gradual impruvemon Is in the instrument whidi has for its 
function to meet that need. Modern science is as superior 
to the crude speculations and unveritied guesses of the 
savage, as modern inan^s weapons are to the savage’s. But 
his science has been evolved out of that of the savage, and 
still satisfies, though more completely, the same material 
wants, and still is prompU*d by thi; same intellectual aspira¬ 
tion to reacli a satisfactory explanation of things, rerum 
coijnoecere caums. 

Thus, though human imperfections play a large part in all 
religions, though they condition the forms of religion and 
•contribute largely to determine the shapes whicli it takes in 
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different times and different places, it is not in those imper¬ 
fections and limitations that the continuity of religion con¬ 
sists, nor do they constitute the underlying unity between 
all forms of religion. To take into account only the im¬ 
pediments and obstacles which divert or pervert the current 
of the religious life, and to leave out of account the aspira¬ 
tions and needs, the impulse and tendency, which beat 
.against those oWacles and sometimes overwhelm them, 
betrays a radical misconception of the function and sphere 
of the science of religion. 

The forms of religion and of religious belief are, however, 
so diverse and often so contradictory that the attempt to 
discover wherein the unity of religion consists has frequently 
failed, and is often put on one side as hopeless. As long as 
the attempt is niade to discover some belief or practice 
common to and characteristic of all forms of religion, and 
to see in that belief or rite the underlying unity of all 
religions, the attempt is probably foredoomed to failure. 
. Either the belief selected for the purpose is one which might 
be accepted, with some straining and accominodation, as nut 
doing gross injustice to the higher forms of religion—in 
which case the lower forms will fail to reach the standard, 
and the formula will, in consequence, not bo all-embracing; 
or else the formula, if all-eomprchcnsivo, will simply state 
some external characteristic which may be a mark common 
to all forms of religion, but which will contain* no religious 
signiticance whatever. If the religious beliefs and rites of 
the lowest and' dirtiest savages contain all that is essential 
ill religion, the later additions of civilised religious must be 
mere surplusage. Otherwise the savage has not got hold of 
everything essential, and a delinitiou which is adequate for 
Lis religion will necessarily be inadequate for a bigber form. 

What constitutes the continuity of religion through all 
its various and manifold forms, from the lowest to the 
highest, is the fact that they are all expressions of the 
religious spirit, not that they arc all varieties of the same 
expression. The problem tliey attempt to solve is the same, 
hut the solutions are not the same. The continuity between 
the rifle and the bow consists neither in the materials used 
nor in the force employed, hut iii the purpose whicli the 
weapons are put to and the needs which they subserve. 
The gun is the more effective weapon of the two, but the 
function of the two is the same, though the forms are abso¬ 
lutely dissimilar and incapable of being brought under one 
and the same definition. Thus, though the forms of religion 
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may not be capf^Jble of being brought under any one common 
definition, there may still be an underlying continuity 
between them. Hut, if we are to discover what it is that 
unites them, we must consider, not what they are, but what 
they tend to be ; their bond of union consists in the fact 
lhat they all exiu’ess certain tendencies common to all man- 
hind, not tluit they express those tendencies lii the same 
or similar beliefs, cereinonie*^, or forms. ‘TJicyseek 

‘ the Ljrd, if haply th(!y may feel after Him and find Him.’ 
The arrow finds its mark as Avell, if not so surely, as the 
bullet; and Iho lowest form of religion, so far as it is 
reliy^ion, cinhodios the same tendencies, liovvevcr jaidimentary 
and nndevelo])ed, as the highest. Lowest and highest are 
united by the fact f.hat both arc attempts, if only attempts, 
to n'alise the id<‘al of religion in thought, word, and deed. 

What, then, are Ihese tendencies which manifest thom- 
fi(‘lvt‘S in all forms of ri'ligiou, and whieli, so far as they are 
tendencies to belief, may be termed the common faith of 
mankind ? What is lhat n^enrring need of humanity whicli 
all forms of religion strive to satisfy, ihough with differing 
erecds, different riles, and very various degrees of success? 
and how do that need and those tendencies juanifest them¬ 
selves in Greek literature' ? 

From the beginning Greek literature speaks on this point 
with the frankness and direcincss customary to and chai'ac- 
tiU'istic of the Greek mind. ‘All men have need of the 
‘ gods,’ says llomer, with the unclouded serenity of one 
oimnciating a simple fact of common observation, ^schylus, 
describing the horrors of the retreating Persians’ passage 
across the Stryinon, when the ice gJivo way beneath their 
weight, says, with tlie same direct simplicity: ‘Then many 
‘ a man prayed io the gods who never prayed before.’ Tbc 
lyric poets, if they do nut repeat the observation of the 
('])ic poet aftd the dramatist, do more—they exemplify it in 
llioir own practice. As Professor (^ampboll says, ‘ in their 
‘ hours of most intense consciousness and passionate emotion 
‘ the ai)peal to powers above tbemsolves -Zens, Apollo, 

‘ Demetcr, Dionysus, Aphrodite, Eros -breaks forth instinc- 
‘ tively, as from a source of inoxhaustibh' fulness from which 
* they draw a momentary inspiration’ (p. 115). 

Every need which is strong enough to make itself felt 
prompts a man to sot about satisfying it. Instinctive needs 
set up or start automatically the actions necessary to 
appease them. Needs not instinctive prompt actions of a 
more or less random character, which may or may not 
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succeed, according as they arc wisely or ^nwisely selected 
and directed, nud which require some exercise of reason. 
Such action implies a conTiction that it is possible to satisfy 
the need in question. The belief is not based on evidence : 
it is something wliich is taken for granted. It is a convic¬ 
tion which is given with the need, and rises to the surface 
of consciousness from the same unknown depths of man’s 
nature as the need itself. The need which Homer says all 
men have implies, for its logical justification, the belief that 
the gods have th(! will and do incline to hearken to man’s 
prayer. And as the tJreek spirit wa«s to be explicit, Tlomer 
found tlie simph'st and most direct expression for this 
simplest creed : ‘A god, if he so will, may save even from 
‘ afar.’ The religions id(‘al, manifested in this simple faith, 
nlready is a Power which is or may he friendly to ma* 

About the power of the gods to save there could e no 
(pu'stion. 'I’Jijit llioy also had tlio will wiis matter of 
common kiiowl(‘dge; not only did A])ol]o in tin' Iliad help 
his priesi, not only Achilles, Odysseus, an ' ' lemachus 
constantly l)Hfrieiided hy Athene, but Themn ov,cles could 
say of the dd'eat of Xerxes, ‘ This delivera is the work 
‘of the gcKls ; ’ in llu) storms wliich wrecked ‘he Pcrsvin 
ll(‘et at Artemisium, the Athenians recognised o. » liand of 
a friendly god, Boreas. If all men have need of the gods, 
most men in the Lour of deliverance from great danger have 
gratiliuh* also; and feeling from their hearts ‘ it is not wo 
‘ ourselves,’ tliey can give the glory whore it is duo, as does 
Pindar, speaking of the battle of Hal am is: ‘Now might 
‘ Halamis bear witness to her deliverance by ^gina’s sea- 
‘ men and the destroying tempest of Zeus, when death came 
‘ thiedv as hail on the unnumbered hosts. Yet let no ?joast 
‘be heard. Zeus ordereth tliis or tliat.’ ‘ Te '^eum 
‘ liuidamuH‘ not unto us, but to thy name, 0 Athena, be 
‘ tin' praise *—is the natural expression at sucl\ times of all 
decent minds. Professor (Jampbell points to the parallel 
between the defeat, of the Persians and the destruction of 
tlie Spanish Armada: - 

‘ We huvo lately heard tlu' story of the Armada from the Spanish 
side, and know more fully fhan we did how many canaes worked 
togerher with British jmtriotism, courage, and Rcainanship to bring 
abotit that overthrow. But tiiose who felt the joy and exultation of 
the di'livcranco knew nothing of this; tliey knew only that the big 
black cloiid which threatened England had been rolled away, and 
they sicknowUslgcd with grateful i»ride t,h^^ daring defence oi’Howard, 
Drake, and Frobisher, and i.heir brave seamen, and the protecting 
hand of Gml over their land.' (P. 191.) 
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]int though fajth iu a Power able and willing to save, at 
hand in the time of need, and never at any time far from 
any one of us, goes to the root of the matter, and is the 
earliest expression of the religious ideal in Greek literature, 
the ideal is not manifested fully, or clear from ambiguity, 
in that simple faith. Poteutiiilly it may be present, but 
a long process of evolution was necessary beftwe it could 
reach even such developement as was possible for it in 
Greek religion. The ideal was visible, but there was no 
clear vision in the days of Homer or even of l-he JVrsiaii 
in '.sion. ‘A god, if he will, ma.y save.’ Hut, if he does 
no ill ? The g<id of the religious ideal be a. friendly 
po\ There is also the possibility that he luay actually 
be _ thing but friendly. When Themistocles restrained 
ihe Athenians from the ])ursuit of Xerxes, he not only s.n.id, 
i i the words quoted above, ‘ This deliverance is the w(»rk of 
' (*.0 gods,’ but add(>d, ‘ whose jealous}" would not sufler the 
' ]>ritle of an impious man. , lict us ii(»t. provoke them by 
‘ follow!.ig oi.r advantage too far, but let us ri'build our 
■ ruined fce'"{ cs, ami restore our homesteads and our family 
heartily.' i- is true that'J’hemistocles ascribes the jealousy 
of 'he g. iS to the impi(*ty of man ; but the ‘ malignity of 
‘ the ded • ' vas believed by the Greeks to go raucli further 
s d do miieh worse than punish the iihpions. We eannot 
think that Professor (Campbell is right in sayiugthat ‘ iu 
‘ '•egard to human life the ruling thought | of Herodotus | is 
at of the divine envy or malignity, which is excmplitied 
‘ ihe eomith'ss miseries of iriaukiud and the insoenrity of 
! rood fortune;’ .for in this matter, a,8 in most others, 
lit ')tr as a faithful reporter of what he has learned by 
iuq .ry, is reproducing, along with the facts which he has 
eli ■■ ed from others, the light in which his informants saw 
theii C.-.U the tone whieh they nneonsoiously imparted to 
ibci. iT'.Tiativo8. The striking folk-tales which lie records 
wen* and are striking because of the views of life which 
thc} ■onvey. This particular class of tale owes its interest 
i*,ud iliS vitality to the very fact that the divine envy is its 
wolif. Strip such a tale of its moral—or its anti-moral— 
and it becomes worthless for literary jmrposes. Herodotus 
■was too much of an artist to write history in that manner. 

'I'here can, however, be no doubt that tJie malignity of 
the deity was a ruling thought if not of Herodotus, then of 
bis time. Its frequent appearance in Herodotus is evidence 
in that direction. ‘ The crude form of it saw in each disaster 
‘ an outcome of divine revenge, or of the envy of the gods 
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* at liiiinan prosperity.’ God will not suffer men to exalt 
themselves or provoke Him by too great success. In Hero¬ 
dotus, the Solon of popular tradition ‘ speaks of God as the 
‘ author of confusion and as full of envy.’ The relentless 
envy with which the deity pursued Polycrates and rejected 
the ring of great price which that too prosperous prince 
throw into the sen in the hope of appeasing by the sacribce 
the jealousy of heaven, is the best illustration, oven in 
Herodotus, of the doctri)ie of the malignity of the deity% 

That d(»ctriue is obviously a piece of folklore. It is a 
popular rough and ready explanation of certain striking 
facts of human life which cry aloud for exi)lanafion. It is 
based, not on a methodical study and on sin organised com¬ 
parison of a wide range of related facts, but on the nearest 
and most obvious analogies; and it owes its popularity, as 
all folklore does, to the fact that the analogies to which it 
appeals are familiar and inlelligibh*, with the miuiinum of 
intellectual exertion, to all njinds, however little educated. 
All men, Aristotle says, have a natural desire for knowledge; 
but most men, we may add, ar(! not inclined to take more 
trouble than is absolutely necessary to appease that desire— 
the first analogy that occurs, the solution that requires the 
least effort to comprehend, is good enough fur them. But 
the most obvious explanation, the one which turns up first, 
aud which any man can bit upon, is not usually the correct 
or final explanation. It becomes part of the learning of 
the people and a 2 >i<'ee of folklore, because it saves the 
trouble of further tliouglit for the moment. Eventually, how¬ 
ever, it is found to create more difficulties than it solves, and 
reveals the necessity of a deeper and more systematic study 
of the facts. Tlius scientific explanation in the end comes 
to follow a process the very reverse of that adopted by 
popular explanations. They drew only on the facts obvious 
to the most superficial observer. It finds itself forced on to 
the consideration of facts which are only detected by pro¬ 
longed study, aud can usually only be pi-opcrly appreciated 
by those who have made a special study of them. Such 
systematic study of Nature is Science; of Religion, Theology'. 

The folklore doctrine of the malignity of the deity eventu¬ 
ally elicited from the Greek spirit a definite and vamable 
piece of theology, a more jjreeise formulation of the religious 
ideal, and a profounder appreciation of its content and sig¬ 
nificance. It is hardly necessary to say that for this fuller 
mauifesiatioii of the religious ideal we must look to the 
greet minds of Greece, the great masters in Greek literature. 
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Progress, whether in ar'., science, or religion, is duo not to 
the mail}' but to* the ^w. ‘ Tlie million rise to learn, the 
‘ One to teach,’ as Sln'lloy says; or, as Confucius puts it, 
‘ All men have palates; but liovv many can distingnish 
‘ Havours ? ’ First, however, let ns consider the conditions 
which favoured the growth of this Creek doctrine of the 
malignity of the deity ; in that way we shall see how fi'otn 
the beginning the conccptitni carried within it the germ of 
its own negation, and by its own ovolntion led to an idea 
which not only coinproheuded in its higher unity such truth 
as was contained both in the doctrine ami in the antithesis of 
tlie doctrine, but transeeuded tlie ideal of religion as first 
manifested in Creek literature in the words of jTom'n’: ‘ A 
‘ god, if he will, can save even from afar.’ 

Lower religions have their evil spirits, higher religions 
their devil; but it is a remarkiible fact (not, we believe, 
noticed by Professor Ciimpbell) that Creek religion knew 
neither. There is nothing iu it to correspond to the terrible 
powers of evil against whose onslaught'! so miiiy of the 
Babylonian ‘ h^unns ’ are directed. There are few traces 
even in the superstitious practices of the Creeks of that 
abject terror of supernatural foes which is characteristic of 
the savage state of culture- so lew indeed that it might 
almost be rcfj.irdcd as an o})en quest io:i wlietlier tliey had 
ever expencMieed it. It they had*, they had long outgrown 
it even in Homer’s time. The coulliet whl;h, according 
to the wisdom of the Egyptians, was wagtal on almost 
equal tonus botweoii the powers of gooJ Jiiid the powers 
of dai'kiie;<s, was for tljc Greek mind a struggle that had 
long been oiideu in favour of the niitioual gods: Typhoeus, 
Typl ion, the serpent Python, and the Titans were things of 
the past. They were as the dragons and giants and monsters 
of lairy tales; they were not practical forces, detcruiiuiiig 
the conduct of daily life, cither in rellgioxis or superstitious 
belief. Mormo was confined to the iiursciy. 

It is striking testimony to the eminently rational and 
practical character of the Greek mind that, in dealing with 
the Unseen, the Creeks took it lor granted that all the 
supernatural powers had a friendly side to their character, 
in virtue of which it was possible for man, if he set about 
it in a sensible manner, to establish friendly relations and 
live on satisfactory terms with all of them. From the begin¬ 
ning, and tlironghout, the Creek acted on the principle that 
to win goodwill you must show goodwill. He persisted in 
treating powers that had a distinctly evil reputation with 



348 


Religion in Grech lAteratv/re. 


April, 


a perfectly confident belief that their intentions were really 
and ultimately good. The spirits d# tbe streams and the 
sea which, under tlie treatment they received from other 
peoples, became pixies and water witches, revealed them¬ 
selves to the (Jreek—because he was worthy of the revela¬ 
tion—as Oceanides, Naiads, Nereids, Nymphs. Even the 
Erinyes, dread powers of tlie Curse, yielded to his invincible 
friendliness,* his persistent urbanity, and admitted in the end 
that he was in the right, their intentions had been kindly 
all along; they were, in fiiei, Euiiienides, and only by mis¬ 
conception Furies. ‘ They were no longer merely blind and 
‘ passionate aveJigei-s, but the <5\ecnlors of divine justice, 

* the guardians of domestic sanctity, bringing to those who 
‘ worshi])ped them in spirit and in trntli a. blessing and 

* not a curse ’ (p. 2 lo). 

Thus llie Creek iu the pj'aelico of his religion, in his 
actual dealings with the supernatural^ made a considerable, 
tliongh unconscious, advaiirt^ upon the simple Homeric faith 
that a god, if he will, lias the power to save. It is by action 
as w(‘ll as iu refiexion that the ideal, which directs the 
conduct of a man or a nation, becomes iinu'easiiigly more 
and more manifest.. Tii the first stage of reflexion, the 
ideal swims into the ken, as a peak of Darien appeared to 
Cortes’s aium as a, perhaps wild, surmise. The formula in 
Avliich faith in the ideal first e.Kpresses itself in words may 
take the form of a hyjiothetical rather than a categorical 
statement. But in the stress of action, the cautious reserve 
of hypotlietieal statements or of a mere surmise cannot 
maintain itself. Acting on an hypothesis is giving a very 
substantia.] guarantee of ycair belief that it is something 
more than a mere hypothesis. The Greek showed by bis 
action that he regarded the friendliness and trustworthiness 
of the Unseen as not merely hypothetical. But theory, as 
is usual, lagged behind practice'; the first hypothetical 
statement of the Creek’s faith was not converted into 
categorical and dogmatic form until it had been acted on 
for geuer.Liioiis and foi* centuries. This further manifestation 
of the religii)us ideal, the conviction of the benevolence, or, 
if we may coin tlie word, the omiiibenevolence of the Unseen, 
liad to grow up slowly and silently in men’s lieai'ts, before it 
could be formulated explicitly in words, or be recognised as 
the principle on which they had really been acting all 
the time. It might, indeed, never have secured formal 
recognition from the Greek mind had it not, while yet 
nothing more than a silent implicit conviction, come into 



1900. 


349 


Religion in Greeh Literature. 

collision with a conc^iisioii deduced from the same early 
article of faith as itseU*. 

The (Ireek, as we have seen, banished evil spirits from the 
domain of practical relifjion : he declined to recognise tlieui 
as factors, either in the physical world or in his spiritual life. 
The logi(5al result and the Greek, being eminently logical, 
eventually reached il—was to leave the gods and man to 
divide between them tin* nispoiisibiJity for everything that 
happens in the world. The steps by which this cotichision 
was reached are iuterostiug. Savages, and some civilised 
men, lind in demons a simple and satisfactory (*ausi' of all 
man’s woi^s ; tluTC is j^ractical unanimiiy among them in 
ascribing disease and death to the aetion of evil spirits. 
From this explanation the (jrreek had cut hfmsolf off by 
ruling evil spii'its out, and acting on the principle that all 
the UnsoeJi powers are good are gods. The gods had, 
therefore, to take over the fumdious which, in other 
religious, are discharged by evil spirits : Apollo and Artemis 
sent death mid disease on men mid on woukmi. They were 
none tlie less jiojmlar deities, none Llie Jess hiduvi'd. I>ui 
every great calamity also had to h*' asc ribed to the gods, Ibr 
as to their omnipoLoiicc (.here was no doubt: a god has 
power to save, and to destroy. As to their benevolence, 
in a general way, there wa^ no doubt eithoj’. Jhit their 
occasional inaligiiity, dim to j<'U'lonsy, wa.s a.n (explanation (»f 
undeserved calamity, so obvious, so easily apprcdiended, and 
so compatible with a full rc'cognitioii of their usual 
benevoleiK^e, that it satisficed the mind without offending, as 
yet, the religious consciousness of thc‘ [>eople. 

H. so happened, however, that by the time tiie doctrine of 
uialigniiy took shape, the conviction Lliat the goodness of 
God is never failing had gathered sufficient strength in 
ndigiuus minds to make the theory of occasional malignity 
untenable. Already, evdiiii the pippular religion of Ifero- 
dotus s time, the very facta wliich were sujiposed to suiiport 
the theory of malignity were seem, on further reflexion, to 
tell against it. The envy, Phtlionos, <d' the gods was seen 
to be really Neiiu»sis, or retribution. The fate of Creesus, 
on whom a great Nemesis came, ‘bc'cause he thought him- 
‘ self the liappiest of men,’ was seen to point, not to the* 
danger of prosperity, but t^o the sinfulness of pride. It is 
seemly for a man ‘to walk humbly with his God.' This 
aspect of the religious ideal was revealed still more (dearly 
to .^schylus. Xerxes, whose overthrow was ascribed by the 
popular traditions preserved in Herodotus to tJie action of a 
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spiteful god, was seen by Ailsebylus to have brought his fate 
upon himself because he trusted in his oyru might. In 
Sophocles the religions ideal, ‘ the divine union of omnipo- 
* tence and benevolence,’ the conviction that the gods have 
always the will, as well as the power, to offer salvation, 
takes still clearer shape and a yet richer content. The 
theory of Nemesis accounted for the sufferings of the proud 
and the impious, but not for the sufferings of the innocent. 
To reconcile those sufferings with the now strong faith in 
the divine benevolence called for pi'ofounder reflexion, and 
resulted, in Sophocles, in ‘ an approach to the doctrine 
‘ which the Hebrews leariied in their captivity, of the 
‘ blessedness of soitow. (Edipus is ruined in this world, 
‘ but having suffered hero for his unconscious crimes, he is 
‘ accepted of the gods, and after his death becomes a spi- 
‘ ritual power’ (p.281). Thus it became possible,in the end, 
for Plato to lay it down as a definiio theological dogma that 
whatever sufferings the gods may send on man are expres¬ 
sions of the divine benevolence acting for the good of man. 
In this dogma Plato was but formulating the faith in which 
Socrates met his death, and that conviction of the essential 
friendliness of the Unseoi, which had rightly or wrongly— 
animated, even from pre-historic times, the whole Hellenic 
race in its dealings with the supernatural. 

We have sketched roughly the develoiwment in (Ireek 
literature of one aspect of the religious ideal. It was a 
process of evolution in the sense that it was a developement 
of the potential into the actual, of the implicit into the 
exjdicit, of faith into dogma, of conditional belief (‘ if the 
‘ gods are benevolent ’) into conviction (‘ the divine beuevo- 
‘ lence never fails '). Put there ai'e many other aspects of 
the religious ideal presented in (Ireek literature. One is the 
impossibility exemplified in the transition from the idea 
of divine envy to the ideal of divine justice, Nemesis —of 
separating religion from morality. Hero, too, the evolution 
of Greek religion consisted in the devcloi)ement of a ten¬ 
dency present in it from the beginning, and not in the 
accretion of elements foreign to it. It is a common but, 
we must maintain, an ill-sustained assumption in the science 
of religion, that religion and morality have different sources, 
start by running in different streams, and meet to flow in 
the same channel, either late or it may be never. As 
regards savages, the fact is that initiation ceremonies are 
commonly the occasion for instructing the neophyte in the 
principles of right behaviour, and that the tribal god is 
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the guardian ofilie Libal morality. As regards tlio Clie#dca, 
the connc\iou betwoeu morality ami religion exists in the 
earliest age of Greek literature, and in cacli sncccodiug 
stage becon’f^s the subject of more profound and intimate 
conviction. In Ilomor the connexion is implicit rather than 
explicit; a matter of feeling rather than of formulated 
faith. 13ut already in the ‘Iliad’ ‘the supreme god is 
^ revered by those who pray to him as supporting the jant 

* cause’ (p. 72) : in the combat between Paris andMenelaus, 
the AchiCJins pray that the wrongdoer may fall, and the 
treachery of Pamhirns was greeted as a guarantee that the 
gods would punish it by giving tlie Achteans tbo victory 
over their trcachei’oiis enemies. As lor the ‘.Odyssey,’ ‘ the 
‘ triumph of Odysseus single-haiided, Avitli the aid of Athena, 
^ is the triuinpli of justice over lavvl ss insolence.’ What 
the poet of the ' Odyssey ’ felt, and implied finds direct expres¬ 
sion in the Avords of Hesiod : ‘ Z'ms has a virgin daughter, 
‘ Justice, revered by the Ol3unpian gods. When any does 
‘ her wrong, she sits by her father Zeus, and tells of it.’ 
With furtlier experience of life, Greek literature attains to 
a yet clearer conviction of the righteousness of God: Archi- 
luchiis puts it thus: ‘O father Zeus, tliou nilost the sky, 
‘ thou seest what is done, AAdiether villainous or righteous, 

* amongst men, thon cari'st for the insolence and right cuii- 
‘ dnet even of the lower animals.’ Herodotus felt no 
doubt that the bond (*f societj", custom and the law of the 
State, Avas tJ* divine sanction. Hut it is Sophocles Avho calls 
forth the relicrious consciousness to bear Avitnoss from its 


depths to the existence of tlie Ihiwritteu Laws of God, which 
eveiy man maj' read in his own heart, which are made by 
no man, but are re\(Mled to all and endure from cAXTlastirig 
to everlasting. In later liiiies it Avas said of the Greeks, 
‘ They show the work of the law Avritten in tlieir hearts, 
‘ their conscience beaidiig Avitness tlierowitli.’ 

The refusal of the Greek reason to tolerate the existence 
of evil spirits had, as one of its results, to leave the gods 
and man to divide between them the responsibility for every¬ 
thing that happens. The popular superstition of tlio 
malignity of the deity was in effect an attempt to dhddi; 
that responsibility unfairly, and to charge the gods Avith 
Avhat was not their doing. TJie superstition was found, 
liOAvever, to bo repugnant to the Greek faith in the friendli¬ 
ness of the Unseen ; and the conflict between tlio two 
currents of thoAight led to a further developeinoiit of the 
religions ideal, by bringing into clear consciousness the 
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essential justice aiul rigliieoasncss, as well us the bene¬ 
volence, of the Unseen. There were, however, other ten¬ 
dencies ill the general movement of the religious thought 
of the time which conti’ibuted to this result, and which 
deserve fuller atLention than can be given to them here. 

The ii(ljnstuient of responsibility as between the gods and 
man, even to the extent eftbeted by the theory of retribution • 
or N(‘m(isis, vvould Iiave been impossible, had there not been 
a growing conviction that wrongdoing is an oifeuce not only 
against man hut against the gods, not only against morality 
but against the religious consciousness. The unfolding of 
this conviction again was a process of evolution, the render¬ 
ing explicit of what was potentijilly present from the begin¬ 
ning, the realisation of a, tendency which manifested itself 
in Hoiiier, In the ‘Iliad’ we have the remorse of Helen 


and her bitter sell-reproaches, and the* conscience which 
makes cowanis of us all iu the im*eting of Paris with 
Meiielaus. 'J'ho feeling of blood-guiltiness, as it goes back 
io limes long before Homer, so it continued long after his 
time, finding its expiation in the forms of purification 
associated with tin; Delphian woi'ship of Apollo. Lu the 
sixth century n.c, ilui sense of pollution nsjairing purgation 
was (extended far beyond J.lie pai’ticular case of blood- 
guiltiness. 'J'liO rapi<l growth aiul wide distnbuiiou of 
‘ iiiyshnaes,' both [mhlicaiid jirivatt*, is lestimony to the fact 
that the sen^e of sin was present, in distinct coiibciousness, 


to the Greek sjjirit. It is alleged that the purification was 
merely ceremonial, and the atonement., consequently, merely 
formaJ. If this be st> -and, in the absence of evidence as to 


the exact natun* of the experience undergone by the mysUe, 


it is hard to know whether it is so or not 


it is sufficient, 


and it is important, for the historian jof religion to note 
the miinifestatioij, in the religious cousciousness of the 
Greeks, of a iK*ed fur abjiiemeni, and the failure of the 


Greek spiiit to discover a moans of permanently satisfying^ 
that need. 


That adjustment of responsibility, as between the gods 
aifd mail, which was necessary for the peace of mind of a 
rac'o so logical and clear-thinking us the Greeks, required 
the co-operation of anotJier tendency, which was dev^oped 
by some religious furtlier than, by others not so far as, by 
the Greek—-the imidency to believe in a future life. The 
puuishiuent in the next world of wrongdoers in this was 
not absolutely unknown to Homer; but it is not until the 
sixth ceutur}’ that we find the doctrine of future punish- 





znents and rewards elearl}’ and definitely cuuceivod. Even 
tlien it appears under circumslancea wliieli su^^est that it 
was of foreign origin ; and to tlie end it failed to attach 
itself to the main eiiiTent of distinctively Uellenic thought 
and feeling. ‘ Socrates, possessing his soul in peace, was 
‘ content to leave the matter to God; but Plato, giving 
‘ substance to Pytbagorean fancy through the strength of 
‘ moral coimction, and identifying soul wttli Tnind, attri- 
* buted to the ^uinan sjuril a participation in that eternity 
‘ which he held to belong to truth, flellenic faith could go 
‘ no further^ (p. J581). 

Another tendency present from the beginning, another 
aspect of the religious ideal which took fdoarer and clearer 
sha{>e, though it failt^d to attain to a compleio manifestation 
and a perfect revelation, was the monotheistic tendency. 


This dhows itself, even iii ll4)mer, in two forms. 


There is 


the supremacj' of Zeus, which is hardly distinguishable from 
destiny, ‘for Jiis will and th(3 determiiuiMon ol'fate arc* one.’ 
But in spite of the faid that he is literally the UnseeJi, 
iuasnmch as he is the only one of the Homeric gods who 
never app(*ars in visible forni li» man, Ihe iiulividualily ol the 
otln'i' deities was tt)o strongly marked to allow id' their being 
absorbed into the existence t>f one jiersonal Cxod. Th(*r*‘ 
remaiiieil the uthi‘r form, also |)ivsent in Homer, tlu* ten¬ 
dency io generalisation and abstraction in speaking of the 
divine. ' In the “(hlyssey ’Hhe divine action is already often 
‘generalised; not only are gods spoken of in the plural 
* more frequently than in ihi» “ Iliad,” but ‘"god” or ‘“a 
" “ god,” in the singular, often occurs where it is uncertain 
‘what individual deity is in question’ (f>. This 

generalised use of Is even more fj'equent in l^ijidar; 
and later (thougli Professoi- Campbell does not Tiotice it) 
<1 haifjLtoi/ is cuiinnonly used in tbe same way, and to express 
the same shade of feeling sometliiiig betwi'eu compromise 
and non-committal as to the real sejiurate existence of all 
the many different deities of tJie traditional polytheism. In 
Herodotus the process goes a slej) furthe r, and we find for 
the first time an abstract, neuter term, to 0sl(w^ which I's a 
distinct movement away from the personality of Oeos' or 
o To say that, he attaches more reality to such 

abstractions as to 0£iov, or to Bacfioviovy than he does to the 
iudividual jiersonal deities who figure so frequently and so 
pleasantly in his pages, is rather to uudiu'state the case ; 
with the profoundest belief in tbe divine, lie believes that 
the numerous deities of polytheism are absolutely human 
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inventions. That iEachylas also held tliein to be (in his own 
phrase) ‘ one form with many names/ and believed that, no 
inntter to wliom the worshipper prays—whether to Zens, 
Jehovah, or Allah—his prayers are heard, provided that he 
worships in spirit and in truth, is plain from the first chorus 
of the ‘ Agamemnon : *— 

• Zeus,—by what name soo’er 

11c glories being addressed. 

Even by that lioliest iiamo ^ 

1 iiiinie tlio Highest and Rest, 

On liiiii 1 cast iny trouhloiis care, 

Tdy only tVom despair : 

AVeigliing all else, in Him alom^ I find 
hclicfirom this vain biiiden oi'tlie mind.* (1*. 274.) 

That this was the feeling of Sopliocles and Euripides also 
could easil}'^ he shown, if space allowed of the nccessaiy 
quotations. They also found in direct personal comnininon 
with llie Unseen a ftifugo and haven of lest from the doubts 
and difficulties which the orthodox form of tiaditioiial 
religion excited and could not allay. iEschylus, however, 
had no desire to break away from the traditional form ; he 
Avas of the earnest conviction that the traditional beliefs 
and national mythology enshrined the truth, and if read 
aright—as he spent his life and genius in trying to read 
and interpret them—could be made to yield the truth. 
Sophocles, too, though distinctly teaching that theUnwrilteu 
Laws, the commandments of (Jod, were above the traditions 
of men, recognised Avith serene tohTathm lliat the divine 
spirit spoke by the lips of a Teirosias, the representative 
of the orthodox form, as Avell as to the hearts of those 
whom that form could no longer satisfy. Euripides AA'avers 
between the desire to make myths instrumental to true 
religion, and the impulse to show, by Avorking them out to 
their consequences, how fatal to religious truth they are. 
ITato began by open denunciations of the traditional myths 
and the rites of sacrifice, but his final attitude, in the ‘ Laws,’ 
recognises and acquiesces in the necessity of such insti¬ 
tutions. 

In point of fact every religion, or i-atlier every stage of 
religious evolution, must have its form, if it is to d<> its 
work. ]t is not merely that every earnest conviction cannot 
help finding outAvard expression for itself and bewraying 
itself in word and deed, but that most men, in order to 
maintain their convictions in a state of healthy efficiency, 
require periodic appeals to them and systematic oppor- 
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tunities for reaflirioing; Hiem, for doing something to empha¬ 
sise their aflSt-uiaiioii. This need seems to be felt, and to be 
provided for, even in the lowest stages of tbe evolntion of 
religion. But the faith wljich is thus expressed, and ade¬ 
quately expressed, is p.k hjipothesi faith in its least developed 
stage, and the form wliieh is adequate to it will bo inade¬ 
quate to its later dovelopements. In line, any form of religion 
is the expression of a partieular stage in*tho perpetually 
growing manifestation of the religious ideal. Polytheism, 
with its attendant inylhs and rites, was the form taken by 
Greek religion before the llomerie age. It remained an 
adequate expression of that need of the gods which all men 
have until the time of the Lyric poets, who instinctively 
appeal in their hours of most intense emotion to Zeus, or 
Dionysus, or Apollo. But after their time tbe form .and the 
faith of. Greek religion developed on independent linos ; and 
it was precisely at the time when the ceremonial of public 
worship was most imposing and ritual at its highest that the 
most religious minds wore beginning to be most conscious 
of tlic need of sometliing wliieli neither ritual nor mythology 
could supply, and the want of whieb was destined in the 
fulness of time to bo fatal to both. But of this those who 
wore in charge of l.Iie ritual knew nothing : it w.as a thing 
hidden from them. 

The connecting links between the safety wliieh a Homeric 
god can afford if he wills and the developed conception of 
‘ salvation ’-between the aiorrjpta of the Greek mysteries 
and of Christianity do not fall within the scope of Pro¬ 
fessor (lamphell’s work, nor does he allude to them. 
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^tibue remains little to say, cllbcr in the field of literary 
or in that* of t<>chnieal criticism, that has not been 
already said and re-echoed concerning the aims and methods 
of the Prp-lia.phaelitf‘s and tlieii- heirs and successors of a 
somewhat later day. The history of the birth of the school 
which was to in:in"urate the renaissance period, not only of 
English painting but of the general pursuit and under¬ 
standing, lay no less than professional, of all things beautiful 
in colour and form, has been traced in Mr. Bate's book both 
to its fountiiin-head and in its most recent developeinents, 
and the rc])roductions of the pictures of vaidous artists, 
living and dead, will give thosii who study them a clearer 
conception of the characteristics of the school than volumes 
of letterpress. Indeed, the principal features of the move¬ 
ment, whose nativity involved so complete a change in the 
ideals of art, are in a fair way to become familiar to all. 
The ideals themselves—ideals of the wider scope of art, of 
its possible application to th<^ <^oininon surroundings of daily 
life; ideals of the right of all men, so far as it lies in them,* 
to participate in th(‘ enjoyment of the outward fairness art 
may impart to the general environment—are diffused not 
alone among :ii+istB, but likewise among artisans and 
handicraftsmen, and have found practical embodiment in a 
widely spread system of education in those ‘ lesser arts ’ 
which for centuries had fallen into abeyance, or become the 
prey of the mechiinical copyist. 

The names pre-eminently associated with Pre-Raphaelitism 
in its earliest stage to whomsoever the credit of its con¬ 
ception be ascribed—the names of Madox Brown, Millais, 
Holman Hunt, and Dante Gabriel Rossetti in the first group 
of innovators, have become household words to the unlearned 
as well as to the wise. The names of Edward Burne-Jones 
and William Morris, who, stimulated by the same infiucnce, 
incorporated and refashioned, each after his own manner, 
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the tendencies both expanded and developed —making the 
goal of the forerunner tJii' starting-point of the disciple— 
are names even more intimately associated by the present 
generation with a fashion in dec(^rative art of which the 
popularity, whether it prove permanent or transitory, is un- 
con tested.* 

Nor is it the history alone of Pre-Raphael it ism wliich has 
been popularised. With the facts many and various have 
been the theories and formulas ju’opomided to account for 
its origin and to epitomise its elcunoutary svnd essential 
principles. 


‘ Dps lumiTiioR iiouvoaux,’wrilps M. de la in analysis of 

tho methods of tlio Bch(M)l,+‘ \onlaiil. un art noiivnau, snhstitiiant lo 
gesto enrieux, iiuMlit, individnol, au goatc l»anal ot gem*r:iliHutour, el la 
fioulcnr fruncln', a hoc, sms (lessons, hrillante par ek*H jnxt:i]>osiTionH 
a Ja coulonr lomlue, roulbn-eo ]>ar les sitjierpositioiis, cu un mot la 
ligno expressive au lieu (1(* la ligne d<'rorative, (*t le ton vif au lion iln 
ton ohaud. >oila on toiitc .^implicit/' <*<• (jno fut K* pn-raph.-udiMnit!.’ 

‘Th(Mr art,’ aays Murlier.J definiuu: the sentiiiicrit, ‘is a tiiul of 
ftJilian K'uaissanee upiui Knglisli soil. The romantic (Iu#i‘d wlucli 
vibrates in English poetr}' is united to llie grace and purity of Italian 
taste, th<‘ classical lucidity of the ])agiin mytludogy n*itli catholic 
mysticism, and tlie most niodtTii riot of emotion with the (l(mnirc 
vesture of tin* ju’imitiv** Florentine^.’ 


Btit these and all (»ther attempts lo suTmnaris(\ to reduce 
to dogmu, or to evolve a thocuy from ideals whoso base tiiid 
foundation was the recognition of absohite freedom of indi¬ 
vidual effort from all conviuitions of systems and from all 
rigid ruh' of UMtliorilative precept, are obviously destined 
jiot only to lail, but It) mish'iHl, and in most cast's j>rov(^ not 
only inadequate, but uiitruc. Thf' maxims iucuJoati'd in the 
first glow of revolutionary t'nthnsiasm u[k>ii sfudents yet 
untrained, the‘visionary vanities of half a (lo/.en boys/to 
qnott^ RtiHsnt.ti’s o\fu laItT vt'rdict have Ix^eii continually 
cited as the decalogue regulating ihe skilled and t'xperiencod 
hand of the fully developed artist; wliile, on the other 
hand, typos created by tlu) genius and individual inventii)n 
of one have been accepted as representing and bounding the 
ideals of the whole fellowsliip. As a matter of fact, when 
all has been analys(id and specified, Avhen the snsthetic thoo- 
logy has been fully determined, it may still be questioned 


* See Edinburgh Review, January 1897, ‘William Morris, Foot 
and Craftsman.’ 

t Peinture Anglaise. Paris. 1895, 
t History of Modem Painting, by R. Muther, vol. iii. 
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if the world is much the wiser for the critic’s labour. Creeds, 
scslhetic or other, howsoever carefully defined,‘do’ not for the 
most part contain religions, nor is an atmosphere of imagina¬ 
tion and emotion lightly to ho expressed in an article of 
telief. So far as the (irst apostles of the English Renaissance 
are concerned, the doctrine most obviously illustrated by 
tbeir woTlrs is^ the doctrine of devidopement, and, starting 
from Rossetti’s youthful avowal of his ‘ uncoinpronising 
‘ adherence to nature,’ we may review at pleasure the kaleido¬ 
scopic changes in the phases of an art-reformation culminating 
in llie hcautifnl phantasms of life presented to us by Edward 
Burne-Tones. 

Such impressions of the futility of critical classification 
are more (‘specially evoked when the publication of the 
personal biogr.ijdiies of artists supplements the records of 
their work, and places each artist hefor(‘ us in the full light 
of his accentuated individuality. Moreover, such biographies 
challenge a revision of tliose impersonal judgements we 
have been wont to beslow ujioii the artist’s art. P'or they 
present us wdth a new standard—the painter’.s own where¬ 
with to measure his success or failure. They enable us to 
compare aims wilh achievements, while efforts we held as 
sterile are ennobled by our knowledge of tli(‘ great, con¬ 
ception underlying the abortive endeavour. 

Yet that sueli publications are wliolly a gain is a proposition 
open to dispute. One personality, tin' personality the artist 
has himself discloHcd—voluntarily, or it may bo unawares - 
on the walls of an exhibition or on the pages of a printed 
hook, we already possess, nor will any deny that a partial 
re.v(!latiou of a fractional individuality is an iiilierent quality 
of true genius. Bnt by the side of tliis self-revealed per¬ 
sonality the biographer sets a sec(jnd and supplementary 
portrait, lie draws a portrait of the intimate piwsonality 
known to the friends, the associates, the follow-workers of a 
lifetime, and ho delineates it as it existed in the privacy of 
affection and relationship, as it liad evolved its own thoughts, 
been kindled with its own enthusiasms, endured its own dis¬ 
illusions, suffered its own emotions. Ho portrays it as it 
evinced in daily intercourse and among common occun’cnces, 
the griefs with which it grieved, the joys by which it had 
been gladdened within the shut doors and curtained windows 
of its own separate and—for when all is shown that may bo 
mauifest, all said that may be spoken, so it still remains— 
impenetrable selfhood. 

Buch jiosthumons editings of personalities where the in- 
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terest of the biography lies—as with most artists - -not in 
facts and aetj/ons, but in the record of tlmse subj(‘ctive 
phases of being for which lu* collective epithet suffices, may 
seem to some of ns a doubtful homage. The dead have 
already given to us of tlunr best; inoi’eover a part of their 
special genius lay in their choice of what they gave and of 
what they withheld. If one fi'Siction of the gifts of the gods 
to the elect has been the jtower of e.\pressit)n,*the otlier lias 
been as certainly the faculty of reticence. It has been an 
element of their inspiration to supiuess, so far as their art 
was concerned, those inferior qualities which, although they 
form an integral section of the human paradox, tend in their 
manifestation to confuse that particular aspect of life, of 
passion, of bcant}'^, truth, or thought., it has been the primary 
aim of the individual poet or painter to embody in his art, 
which it lias been bis secoinhivy aim to imprint upon the 
minds, syinpalbies, or imagination of that oiiti'r multitude 
with whom the, artist neitluT has iior desires to have any 
further, oloser, or more ix'rsoual bond. Thus it. is that 
painters and poets with illuminated instinct have, at their 
own and no (dher man’s pleasure, lifted or drawn close the 
veil ovt'.T those heterogeiieons endowments «)f temperament 
that constitute their inner individuality. Tliey have regarded 
art, not as a conft'ssional, but—bciwevtr various may be the 
god t»f its dedication as a shrine. 

Upon their biogra]diers rests likewise llio obligation of 
selection, but it is of selection ivitb a difference. \Vhile th (3 


choice, the giving or witLbolding of tlie artist is wholly 
based upon bis velalionship l.o his art, the choice of his 
biographer admits of other considorali.ms, and is in a great 
measure det<'riuined by his desire to portray a peiv-'Onality 
ill its fuller r('lationshi[» to life at large. And in the aecom- 
plishmont of liLs purpose he is w'eighted by a dual responsi¬ 
bility to observe both the loyalty of reticence ho owes to 
Lis subject and the sincerity of disclosure he owes to his 


readers. In the porfonuaiice of the task it is not. perhaps 
too much to say that the biographer who fulfils either obli¬ 


gation completely is usually a defaulter with regard to the 
other. 


Ifet howsoever we may deprecate it theoretically, a 
curious or sympathetic public insistently demands to know 
more of the personality of an artist, and of those circum¬ 
stances and surroundings that colour and mould it, than he 
has himself revealed by the medium of books written. 
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pictures painted, or opinions pronounced. And custom, in 
response to the demand, has created its own* convention of 
compliance on the part of those to whom memories of the 
dead arc the heritage of kinship or affection. 

In the Momuirs of Dante Gabriel Bossetti and William 
Morris- - the one writteji by Rossetti’s surviving brother, the 
other mainly compiled from the reminiscences and by the 
request of Mitrris’s most iTitirnate friend—readers may find 
whatsoever it may be theirs to learn of the lives atid 
thoughts of the two great artists whose names, inseverably 
linked with that of Edward Bnrne-Jones, have been most 
closely, and despite all disparities of aim and attaitirnent, 
associated one with anothei in popular estimation and to a 
large extent irt general criticism. The lives of the three 
cover possibly the most momentous period of English art— 
from the growth of that brotherhood, of which Millais and 
Holman H unt were foremost members when Rossetti, aged 
Ill, exhibited ‘The Girlhood of Mary Virgin’ in 181.S>, down 
to the summer of 1898, when the death of Edward Burne- 
Jones, followe*! by the winter exhibition at the New Gallery 
of his collected works, closed the chronicle of an accom¬ 
plished revolution in the ideals and criticism of English 
ivainting. And thus for the space of some fifty 3 ’ears the 
biographies of Rossetti and Morris present a picture of the 
leading figures whose iuttuence effected that revolution, sot 
each in its own framework. They are the record of the 
iiuman atmosphere of seutimont, afi’ectiou, opinion, and 
habit', whitth gives to personality, if not its form, at least 
its bent ; of the snrroiindiugs, social, material, and imma¬ 
terial, wdnch act as the ferment to bare initial principles 
and theories of art, and which |,ea,ven those ideas that eacli 
man maj assiniilati* but no iiiaii can create, with individual¬ 
isations of character, of circumstance, of time, and of 
locality. 

Eor the idea, ‘ the rendering of absolutely poetic motives 
‘ by naturalisti(! methods,’ that inspired Rossetti: the ideal 
of beauty that illuminated Burne-Jones's imagination and 
kindled in the mind of William Morris a torch from which 
many a lesser man's hearth lias caught some quiet house¬ 
hold flame -some gleam of the beauty art may bestow upon 
handicraft—although not born with their birth nor dying 
with their death, was essentially individual, with their indi¬ 
viduality, ill manifestation. Rossetti’s art was the climax 
of personality in painting and poetry. Burne-Jones’s has 
been repeatedly defined as the art of one man —the art of its 
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oriffinator. In^ Morris the social instinct in its relation¬ 
ship to decoration produced, ns its result, an acc<‘ntnated 
T^haso of individual iiiveiitioii in tlie conception o! mediicval 
tradition allnnl with modern productive cncrjjy. 

That the principles \vhi(;li generated the Pre-llaphaolite 
movement at large ‘were neillier Post- nor Pre-Eaphnelite, 
‘ but eternal/ is undtunablc, and Idndred ideas had, ncT 
doubt, found vai*iotis emboilinients sit various stages of the 
world’s history. But while tlie prt!-(‘\isteiit idea retains its 
elemental character, its revived expi<‘^simi necessarily differs. 
Lying dormant perhaps for centnru'.s, whim it draws to 
itself a new group oF ex 2 »onmits, or it may h*‘ one 

vigorous spirit to serve as its int(‘rpretor ajid apostle; 
when it germinates with afresh impulse upon the earth, it 
must inevitably niulergo moditications gov(‘riied by muv 
conditions. The manner of its exposition may indeed to a 
greater or loss d(‘gri*e rcisemble the maniuT after wliich 
previous exponents gave it form and 8)ia[)e; Kussetti 
may n'produce some aspec'ts of the art of the primitives ; 
in Ijotticeili or Mantegna Bunje-Jon(‘s may have foimd the 
antitY[)e of manhood or womanliood CA)rresponding (o the 
typ(‘ of ideal beauty which possessed bis own iinagination. 
The flesigns of William Morris may riu;all (lothic d^^signs 
of jiast ages; but eacli and all retain, to a degrt'o no 
one who has studied tbeir more maUin' works <;an question, 
the stamp and imprint of their lime and of tbeir idiosyn¬ 
crasies. The mere copyist, who se(‘s the snrfacij and traces 
the lines and rojieats the colours, may at all times and in all 
places, doubtless, produce, if skill of Jiand and accuracy of 
eye be his, a dead facsimile of the past. But the very ])er- 
fectioii of the facsimile reftioves his work by a gulf no 
juan may s])an from the work of the ai’tist in wdioni the 
vital idea, reviving fr<mi if.s slei'p of centuries, has taken 
up its dwelling. Reanimated within him, it bocoinos by 
reason of its vitality part of his vitality, of his personality, 
a fraction oi his individual life, swayed by the influences 
that propel his imagination, coloured by the divided prism- 
lights of the temperament ]>eculiar to himself. And thus, 
notwithstanding and in despite of elementary identities, it 
moves and impels him to create new forms of embodiment, 
which, if born of the same spiritual seed, are yet as diverse 
as the children of a ncjw genci^ation from the children of 
an old- For vitality, by law inflexible, effects diversity. 
The dead machine retraces, but the living spirit evolves, 
and the revived expression in art of a pre-existent concep- 
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tion, if it be living, is necessarily recast, refashioned, and 
recoloured. As Itossetti liiinself wrote. ‘ ^v'ork, to be truly 
‘ worthy, should bo wrought out of the age itself, as well as 
‘ out of the soul of its producei's, which must needs be a 
‘ soul of the age.’ 

«» m 

And in that ‘ soul of the age ’ Jievv associations have 
grown up with the lapse of centuries. Traditions have added 
chapter to chaphu’. We neither see, he.ir, nor understand 
as dead generations saw, heard, and comprehended. The 
ear, the eye, the imagination, have undergone changes umu- 
merable, defying analysis. The hearer, aecustoined to detect 
harmonies in discord, to whom the innovations of modern 
dissonances and the sensuous melodies of a Wagner have 


become an accustomed talc, can no longer listen to the 
austere purity, the transparent simplicities (»f a Palestrina, 
mass or a Haydn trio, as did his forebears. Hyos trained 
in the later sc-hools, classic or romantic, naturalist or im¬ 
pressionist, can no longer view tlie works of the groat primi¬ 
tive painters of simple faith with the eyes of lost ages. ‘ 11 
‘ faut que Part nous dt'payse,’ is a maxim excellent in the 
abstract. But conditions of life i)er8ist, and theories be¬ 
come synonymous with the impracticable. Could we displace 
ourselves in time, dispossess ourselves of race, dislocalise 
ourselves in the minor matter of nationality, it would indeed 
conduce to a i)erfect and catholic sympiithy Avith what 
remote times, distant nations, and other races have per¬ 
formed in the arena of art. But, try as Ave may. the effort 
merely amounts to a transference of our own imagination. 
Wheresoever our fantasy takes us avc carry Avith us all our 
inheritance of years, all our associations of nationality, 
all our atmosphere of race. We may endeavour to ignore 
the interim of time that Avails us out from the past as Ave 
conjure up the vision of bygone centuries, hnt avo regard 
that vision, strive as avc! may, from the siamlpoiiii of lu-da}'. 
For Ave ourselves arc the present; Avherevor Ave transplant 
ourselves it gees with us, and a Burne-Jones can never 
become, according to bis vain aspiratioji, an Italian, nor a 
William Morris a modisevalist of the thirteenth century. 
Nor perhaps is art evtr more ]percej)tibly infected with the 
spirit of these—its latest—days than when with futile effort 
its aim is to evade their grasp. 

And as it is with their 4irt, so was it Avith the lives *of 
the three artists. Their works bear the teetbmark of their 
OAvn age in its fever or lassitude, its introspection and 
its motiveless melancholy, and they themselves Avere 
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oiiipliiLtit-ally nuMi of lo-day. Tlioir homes wore lor thi^ 
most part undel’ ihe low skies of great cities ; Iheir minds 
were inind'^ stimnlaled and onltimid by the d^^iiso pressure 
of the intelleetual life ihiil surg(»d around. Ihiriio-Jonos 
and Morris, bolli at tlui critical turning-point of their de- 
velopemonl, underwent tin; stiiuulns of Oxford companion¬ 
ships. Rossetti found in Ids own family the ^sjmr of keen 
and educated criticism, while, in years to come, the roll-call 
of their closest friends and companions embraced the fore¬ 
most nanu^s in literature and art. And as denizens of that 
inner world that each man makes for himself within the 
eompass of the world which surrounds him, tln'y were 
stirred—whether to the recoil of the reactionist or the 


agreement of the participant niatt(irs little—by the vast 
wav(\s of human tlioughtand human f*M' lin- Unit vibrated 
iirmnnl ihem, bv 1!i(‘ (‘njii,nation of tin* iniiUitiidiiions lives 
bv wliii'h lives won* enclosed. 

(Mitside the studios where Rossotli and JJurne-Jones, in 
passive retreat from contact wii.li th(' busy forces of modern 
existeiv'e, iiivoked image ufiiT image of medinwaliradition - 
dre*am^ of dead gods, \isit>ns of fair women, whei'e, b}" what¬ 
ever : .line (he}" named luu% Ma femme est toujours Plfelene 
‘ d’antrefois the intricate network of London spread far 
and Tvid(‘, 'J'lu'y trod daily its crowded pavements, where, 
with an unsiirj)assod aceeutuatiou, liiKury .ind wealth, 
penury and hardship, the Dives and the Lazarus of the 
street are eonfrontiMl, suggi'sting problems no man may solve 
and summoning as witli a trumpet call their wide-hoartod 
fellow-artist to <'nrol himself in the ranks of Socialism. 


ileyond their doors every stratum of humanity might be 
found ('xhibitiijg each its special fea,tuves; hunger and 
remedyless want, Avitli all the mimeless maladies of a rank 
and overgrown civilisation writtiui in indelible signatures 
ii 2 )on luci* after lace, lianiit the. ilireshold of the London 
dweller. Nightiiiaros of women and oliildren and vagrant 
menace or apiieal to him in the gas-glare of thronged 
crossings, or hi the scantly jjeopled highways in ‘ Loudon’s 
‘ smokeless resurrection light,’ jn’inting themselves vaguely 
on the memory to revive in dim sensations or niiformulatod 
thoughts. So day by day in Bloomsbury, in Kensington, 
in Chelsea, the complicated artificialities of city life en¬ 
circled Bossetti, Burne-Jones, and Morris, shutting them 
out, with mental barriers all city dwellers recognise, 
from contact with simpler conditions of existence; es¬ 
tranging them, as city life estranges, from the hourly 
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iuflueuccB of nature’s elemental powers, fiom the contagious 
moods of earth’d multiform vitalities, from the compauioii- 
sbip of its children, from the intimacy of its woods, from 
the solitude of its expanses of plain and sea, from the sound 
of its innumerable voices, from the indefinite emotion—the 
communion of its infinitely varied silences. 

And while in the outer semblances of an art determi- 
natively iderJ and imsigiiiative, the actualities of the 
material world which la}' around the house in Oheyne Walk 
or outside the garden walls of the Orange in North Bud 
Bead, found no place; while the dominativcly subjective 
tendency of their art intensified and concentrated its indi¬ 
viduality, the emotional expression, the sentiment, spiritual 
or—in its widest significance—sensual, which both i^ssetti 
and llnriie-Jones stamped upon their creations, was no less 
the ofispring of the iniluf<tices around them than was the 
sterile dream of a social redemption with art for its Christ 
that cast its ennobling radiance over Morris’s later years. 

Tlie lives of Bossetti and William Morris arc compiled 
upon a widely differing scheme. As a personal nartative 
the record of Dante Gabriel Bossetti stands alone, oven 
among modern memoirs', in its detail of intimate and private 
t'pisode. In the life of William Morris it has been the in¬ 
tention of his biographer to do little more than supply an 
outline statement (joncerning all matters of domestic inci¬ 
dent, and he has rarely abdicated the; privilege of reticence 
which, in dealing with the lives of those wlio so recently 
dwelt in our midst, assumes the nature of an obligation 
n<*vei-, peiliaj»s, repudiated without loss. That a man is 
born, attains maturity, is married, has children, faces in 
hours of bereavememt and sickness the inevitable end, are 
initial facts isnplying assuredly, if not inclusively, that a life 
has to a certriin degree, and according to its individual 
capacity, been a completed experience of some of the stronger 
and deeper natural affections and emotions. The mere 
I'egister of such circumstances and events indicates, so far 
as parallel lines of universal experiences can give intelligence 
to one man of what another suffers or enjoys, that a life has 
passed through certain general but acute stages of common 
hopes, and fears, and griefs; that a man has undergone 
ceriain demands on his moral being, which, howsoever im¬ 
permanent in actual duration, are indelible in their aggregate, 
effect upon the imaginative and emotional faculties. Such 
facts are recognised by all to be as light and darkness to the 
e^rth, making day or night, shadow or sunshine, in that 
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strict enclosure of personality where no stranger enters 
without sacrilege, where afiection dominates ambition, and 
even the most vital aims of years are suspended, it may be 
annulled, beside the upspringing or the extinction of some 
small human Qame of private love, or hope, or joy ; some¬ 
thing which in respect of the world’s life is as nothing; 
something which in respect of the man’s life is all in all. 

Such inferences arc, in the main, all that the memoir of 
William Morris invites. Upon the brother of Dante Bossetti 
another obligation rested. The unworthy betrayals of 
friendship, the mournful conditions of a life which vulgar 
curiosity had dragged into pronrinence, the ungenerous 
judgements of men who forget that , 

‘ Who knows hut partly oan bul. judge iq part,’ 

demanded, in his opinion, a fuller and more personal exposi¬ 
tion, and have entailed upon criticism a correlatively closer 
attention to the more intimate aspects of the facts he has 
supplied. 

So far as events are concerned, the lives of Rossetti and 
Morris, as well as that of Moiris’s co-disciple Burne-Jones, 
were exceptionally bare of incident. Each of the three great 
artists, whose especial gift it was to resuscitate tradition, 
belonged by birth to the class—embracing the lesser pro¬ 
fessional and the upper commercial—where the sense of 
tradition is at its lowest, effaced by the necessities of bread- 
winning, and by that enhanced ajjpreciation of the value of 
money as the arbiter of human destiny induced by the daily 
labour of earning it. 

Italian by race, Rossetti was born in London in 1828. Five 
years later Edward Burne-Jones, Welsh by origin, was born 
in Birmingham ; William Morris, a year after, at Waltham¬ 
stow. Morris alone of the three—the fact should not be 
forgotten—passed a childhood in touch with the earth ho 
knew and loved so well. At the age when Rossetti, * who 
‘ meant to be a painter,’ drew his knowledge of beast, and 
plant, and tree from the railinged vegetation of Regent’s 
Park, and the caged menagerie of the Zoological Gardens, 
studied architecture in the Ionic and Corinthian pilasters 
of St. John’s Wood, attended classes in Portland Place iind 
King’s College, books, with an occasional circus performance 
or theatre-going, his main amusement; at the age when 
little Burne-Jones, reared in the squalid ugliness of a 
manufacturing town, immersed himself in classic literature 
among keen-witted classmates at King Edward’s School; 
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Morris was ‘ riding half Essex over in search of old churches,’ 
hotanising, shooting, fishing, growing up in' free open-air 
companionship with bird, and beast, and flower, retracing 
in the play-time of Marlboi'ough days the life of dead 
centuries in Roman remains and mcdimval buildings. And 
the healthful memories of .nature’s freshest sensations, 
memories for .,whoso absence no aftermath of life, however 
rich, can compensate, abode with him to the end. His nature- 
love was no love of the town-born denizen to whom plain, 
field, and river, however dear as the Eden of his desires, 
still bear an alien aspect, but of the country-bred, to whom 
in farthest exile they remain the homeland of his nativity. 
Nor is it difficult to trace in Morris’s treatment of floral 
arabesque the under-influence of that lifelong and innate 
knowledge of the heart concerning flower, and leaf, and 
stem, which gives an indefinable attraction to his designs even 
perceptible to those whose technical appreciation of their 
excellence of form is inadequate. They wei-o the work of a 
man who in a whole garden of blossoms could distinguish each 
separate flower-face. ‘ The garden is nearly Over now . . . 
‘ except that there are a good many roses, and amongst them 
‘ a pale sweet-briar blossom among the scarlet hips, that I am 
‘ utiro I never miv before ’ is a sentence Rossetti could never 
have written, and betrays a familiarity, a personality of 
knowledge which the exquisite fragility of Burne-Jones’s 
harebells, the etherialisation of his columbines, lacks. 

But howsoever severed in boyhood by disparities of ex¬ 
ternal circumstance, in the next stage of manhood those 
converging tendencies that overrule outward conditions and 
human intention narrowed towards their meeting-point. 
Ten years before the year (1852) when Morris and Burne- 
Jones matriculated on the same day at Exeter College, 
Rossetti, Morris’s senior by six years, Burne-Jones’s by five, 
had entered upon the formal study of art. By 1848 he had 
passed from Carey’s diUiwing school and the study of the 
antique at the Royal Academy to become a pupil of Madox 
Brown, and foiind in Millais and Mr. Holman Hunt, both 
then exhibiting painters, those congenial spirits from whose 
union sprang the ' Pre-Raphaelite Brotherhood. In 1849 
‘ Mary Virgin ’ had been publicly applauded, and in 1850 
‘ Ecce Ancilla Domini ’ had, with other works of the Brother¬ 
hood, excited a storm of adverse criticism. And hencefoith on 
Rossetti fell the lot of a leader among revolutionists, while, 
both destined for Holy Orders, William Morris and Edward 
Burne-Jones were inaugurating their lifelong friendship, each 
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finding in the other not only kindred literary enthusiasms, but 
likewise that fifmer cement of friendship, the ‘ complemental 
‘ spirit’ of those sharply contrasting qualities native to each 
and accentuated in both by the divergent influences of 
childhood and boyhood. 

Some years, however, were; still to elapse before the 
two undergraduates were drawn within tjie circle of 
Kossetti’s jicrsonal influence. Through his works, never¬ 
theless, he had become one of the heroes of their Oxford 
enthusiasms. ‘ I wiia two-and-twenty, and had never met, 
‘ or ever seen, a painter in my life,' Burne-Jones wrote in 
after years ; ‘ I knew no one who had over seen one, or had 
‘ been in a studio, and of all men who lived ‘on earth, the 
‘ one I wanted to see was Rossetti.’ In 185-'» they met. 
Henceforth in the liistor}’- of rcsthetios the names of Burne- 
Jones and Morris are abidingly associated with that of their 
first master. But while the fellowship in art and in tlio 
aims of art involved, as such fellowsliips are apt to do, a 
fellowship in life, no three lives could present more obvious 
contrasis of personality, and as artists there were con- 
sequ'ut and j)crceptible severances. In Rossetti and in 
Burne-Jones, the one expressing himself in poetry and 
painting, tlio other in painting alone, we are conscious 
thi’oughout that their expression in art is related solely and 
emphatically to their ideal in art: it is arl related to art. 
Tn Morris tl e human, and more than the human, the 
social, instinct is snperaddod, and his art assumes another 
relationship and becomes an art related to man. Thus, whil(‘ 
Rossetti and Burnc-Jonos created, each after his own mould, 
the ideal of a school, Morris, acting upon an equally 
spontaneous impulse, inflicted the world with a. principle, 
sowing the seeds of new tastes broadcast, generating wants 
and desires among men at large for things fair in sem¬ 
blance and honest in workmanship. Nor, setting the poetry 
of Morris beside that of Rossetti, is the same distinction 
lacking. Morris is above all t hings the teller of a tale, the 
communicator of that which he knows to those who know 
it not; his audience is ever present. With Rossetti wo 
scarcely ever lose the impression that his poems embody 
some strong bias of individual sentiment, some strong 
vibration of personal emotion, that even in the ballad of a 
Rose-Mary or a Sister Helen we may read, if not an auto¬ 
biography of facts, at least in fragmentary sentences an 
autobiography of sensations. If, indeed, it may be truly 
said of Burne-Jones that his pictures are the incarnation qf 
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imagination at its emotional climax, it may with eqnal 
justice be said of Rossetti that his works embody the very 
climax of personality, and that where the one painter presents 
us with a personality possessed by an imagination, the other 
reverses the order of ascendency, and confronts us as a type 
of an imagination possessed by a personality. Yet, thus 
differentiated, their genius has one point of absolute union, 
as the study'of the reproductions in Mr. Bate’s book may 
clearly demonstrate. Based in each case upon the fusion 
of individual temperament with the themes of imaginative 
invention, it created an outward form and semblance of 
beauty of which all imitations, however close, only serve to 
make manifest, the inaccessible and incommunicable spiritual 
quality. 

Ill Rossetti’s art the personality revealed was one emi¬ 
nently calculatt'd lo excite ‘cnriosity. The story of the 
gradual developement of his ideal types has been interpreted 
by his friend Mr. Watts Dunton. Starting from the doc¬ 
trine of realism—a. tenn in Pre-Raphaelite phraseology 
to be dissociated from its recent limitations—Rossetti 
attempted to retain the myslieism of the past divested 
of its integral element—austerity—until, ‘ in a change 
‘ of methods in the painting of flesh, in order to give 
‘ it a mysticism it can never perhaps sustain without 
‘ asceticism,’ he invested the material body itself with 
symbolic meaning, sensuousuess struggled moi’o faintly 
with spirituality, and the (yes—the passion of the soul 
divine -contradicted, uiiforbiddmi by the genius which 
emphasised both, the piission of the body, whose hiero¬ 
glyphic was the mouth. If in his painting we may trace 
such phases of individual thought, Rossetti’s personality is 
even more legible in his poems. ‘ There is not one merely 
‘ literary love sonnet in his book,’ is the explicit testimony 
of his friend. Nor are those other sonnets not of love, but 
of foregone opportunities, 

‘ When work and will awake too lute, lo gaze 
After tlieir life sailed hy,’ 

of missed paths, of springs made baifen, of fair deeds 
superseded by ill, of lost days and life’s remorses, and of 
that ghost whose ‘ name is might-have-been,’ less fraught 
and burdened with personal emotions, with sentiments 
felt not imagined, regrets not invented but suffered, 
repentances upspriuging—to use Rossetti’s own distinction, 
from not ‘ the mind’s conscience but the heart’s.’ 
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And to the abstract form presented in his works the 
artist-poet thp biographer gives a concrete framework. 
Beside the personality set forth in the love-worship of 
poems and the love-glory of paintings, where womanhood 
in relation to passion, or as‘passion's embodiment, alter¬ 
nates with themes,bu8ed upon the falls and aspirations of 
the soul, the narrative sets tht personality manifest in the 
deeds and omissions of a life with the cunfUientary facts 
are wont to supply to ideals. 

Eleven years cover the story of Kossetti’s love for the 
woman by whom his love poems were, for the most part, 
inspired, from his first acquaintance in 1850 to li(»r death— 
his two years’ wife—in 1862. Ten years of affection 
chequered by' periods of acute anxiety, when the shadow 
of the ‘ veiled woman ’ menaced the life he held dear, pre¬ 
ceded the marriage anmmnced to his mother in a seutemee 
full of significance: ‘ Like all the important things I ever 
‘ meant to do, to fulhl duty or secure liaj)[>in<‘8s, this one 
‘ has been deferred almost heytmd possibility.’ In the 
remorseful haste of those spring days, when at length his 
love fimistalled death’s nearing feet, we may decipher an 
elen^'jut of early ehara('t(!r affording a key to inucli that 
is lacking in the emotional atmosphere of his work, where 
intensity without slrengtli, sentiment without action, domi¬ 
nate the passive monotone of passion; where f.he one 
accent too much is apparent of that ])erilous feminine 
quality witlntut which, it no man’s genius is perfected, tlie 
genius of many a man is irreparably marred. Jkossotti lia.s 
expressed, as ])erhaps no other of his time, the religion of 
love; for the love of the body and the love of the sonl are 
with him the fellow-conspirators of ideal jaission, and ‘ Not 
‘ soul helps flesh more than flesh helps soul,’ might serve 
for the formula of his cn.'ed. But linking together his 
pre-marriage letters with the soiiuets, we are conscious of 
a certain indefinable coldn(;ss, the coldness of a 1<erapera- 
ment which has for the moment fused in one life 
and art, and in the fusion forfeited the singleness of 
feeling essential to strength. In the very' excellence of 
versification we miss the incompleteness of langUiige which 
suggests the incompetence of art to express the emotion 
transcending art. It is, indeed, possible that the perfection 
of passion can never be rendered by tin* perfection of art; 
but with Bossetti, more than with others, the balance 
and symmetry of beauty detract from its human force. 
The poet-painter is ever present to take cognisance of the 
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emotions of tlio iiiau. He is ever conscious iu the loveli¬ 
ness of the woman he loves, of the possible ideality of 
the model lii- paints. And we. llio bystiinders, as we Inrii 
from the personality of his art to the personality of his 
life, cannot banish the assarance that the artist has a use 
for his affections, and that his worship is tinj^fed with 
utilitarianism, Wo may concede that in some rare in¬ 
stances the rapture of the painter may enhance the ecstasies 
of the lover, but there are-more instances when, to the 
apprehension of the spectator, it discounts them; more 
instances in which between the manhood and womanhood 
of lover and ladj^two shadowy figui-os intervene—the figures 
of the .artist and the ido.al. 

Nor is the impression altogether dispelled by the record of 
later years. The close ties of mai’riage and of Axtherhood, 
with 111 '* duties regarded or disregarded they entail, fell 
from liiiii. His child was born dead, and the loss was 
follov - ill the spring of by Iiis wife’s death, a shoct 
painful iu those details and circumstances which go far, in 
the first hours, to embitter almost beyond be.aring the 
simplicity of a great sorrow. The ensuing episode, the deed 
of renunciation of bis ambitions as poet with the bni-ial 
of his manuscripts in her griivi*, and the deed of their 
subsequent exhumation, lias been, however unpardonable, 
perhaps over rashly judged by adversaries who, if incap.able 
of that second act., the violation of death’s sanctuary, w'ere 
also, it may be, incapable of the penitent atonement of the 
first. ‘ I have been often writing at those poems while 
‘ Lizzie was ill and suffering,’ was the brief phrase of his self¬ 
accusation. To sacrifice them was the impulse of a man to 
whom sucli remorses of the atfections were a moral torture. 
Some men may bear like self-reproaches with a reasonable 
fortitude others have no aptitude to emulate; to them the 
lash of the irrevocable is incomprehensible. But liossetti 
obeyed the dictation of that instinct which, in the presence 
of the dead, reconstructs a man’s appreciation of the 
relative values of fame and affection, and sought by one 
sacrifice to expiate what might never be retrieved. Seven 
years after the instinct followed by the man suffered defeat 
at the bands of that counter-instinct -the instinct of the 
artist. The offering enshrined iu the dead woman’s grave 
was withdrawn and bestowed upon the world. 

So throughout the Rossetti of the Memoirs stands before 
us, a man of ideals without the capacity to translate them 
into life’s relationships or life’s actions. In re.spcct of thfl-t 
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sharp, albeit iiot always infallible, touchstone of character, 
the dealings of a man with men, he laid himself equally 
open to contrary charges. At one nionient a spend¬ 
thrift in generosity, selling his bride’s wedding jewels to 
relieve the poverty of some 'fellow-artist’s lioaschold, at 
another moment he wrought as a wary bargainer. Painting 
undeniably for art’s sake alone* he was yet resolute that tho 
valuation of his own, and his fellows’, worics should bo 
appraised at a just worth. Cliviug with one hand, he 
borrowed with tlie other, forging too often with his own 
deeds shafts that every enemy might cast for his undoing. 
Cancelling good with evil, and evil with good, as he went 
on the road of life, he swayed men’s entlinsiasins by the 
gift of brilliant attraction, whde, by the counter-gift of 
fate, he created from ainoiig the associates who surrounded 
him with homage, those estranged friends whom he liappily 
characterised as ‘ my intimate enemies.’ ‘ A woman may 
‘ have some little mercy for the man she has ceased to love, 

‘ hut she has none for the memory of what he has been to 
‘ her,’ Tiossetti once wrote, but within liis own experience tho 
sentence might have admitted of a less restricted applica¬ 
tion That he should have forfeited many friendships is 
not a surprise. It was in tho nature t)f things human, 
apart from special circiunstanccs and events, that intimacies, 
based not on altinitics or syinpatbies of enduring personality, 
but on tliC insecure foundation of early eiitknsiasnis and 
common aims, sbonhl in process of lime decline. IJnt it is 
sui’ely a uiaitev of regret lliat in relating tbe iiieideiit of 
the dissolution of partncrsliip, when, in 1870, Ifossotti’s 
connexion witli tlio firm of Morris & Co. terminated, 
Morris’s recent biographer should have disiuto'rcd from 
oblivion an episode somewhat difl'eroidly reported by Mr. 
William iiossetli. 

llossetti had come to Morris as the maslcr-expouent of 
trnth to art, and truth to beauty. Llorris had reudored him 
tho unmeasured veneration of a disciple. Doubtless tbcrc 
may be a questionable wisdom in the dispensation which 
relegates the most vigorous faculties for worship to that 
stage of a man’s develop-ment when tlic capacity of choosing 
aright the object of worship is least ripe—a stage when the 
intuitions of childhood are obscured and the experiences of 
maturity yet to come. Moreover, 

‘ Whtn I find worth 
1 love the keeper, till he let it go, 

And then 1 follow it ’ 
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is a vindication whicli, in the case of the disloyalties of 
later years, may be spoken in good faith by nlany who have 
had cause to recant their earlier faiths. For most of us, 
indeed, the sacramental pledge of friendship is not eternal, 
and endures only till life—that adversary more formidable 
than any death to human fidelity—do us part. Nevertheless, 
howsoever inevitable the loss of generous illusions, of old 
loves and old devotions, there still remains an alternative 
between idolatry and iconoclasm. It is not well to ignore 
how much a man owes to those lesser gods of youth we so 
harshly term idols. If the faculty of nncaleulating faith, of 
selfless enthusiasm for the achievements of another, is one 
that breaks down more than all else the base horizons of 
egoism and widens the harriers of sympathy, we are 
indebted to whatever influence i.*vokcs, concentrates, and 
stimulates it. This debt Mr. Mackail has not discharged. 

The concluding chapters of Rossetti’s life are perhaps as 
mournful a record as any it has fallen to the lot of a 
biographer to write. A prey to tlnit malady of maladies, 
insomnia, a [>rey to the relentless remedy which gives brief 
respite only to extort a redoubled suffering; haunted by 
threaf s of blindness, weakened in will and nerve by inter¬ 
linked sicknesses of heart and soul and body, Rossetti 
clang to those remaining affections which alone companioned 
him in the solitude he had crcjitcd around. ‘ Your dear 
‘ face always brightens things when I look at it,’ he writes 
to the mother without whose love he ‘ could imagine no good 
‘ world here or els(>whoro,’ and wdiose ‘ help,’ with that 
of her sister Christina, alone ‘ rendered tolerable ’ days, 
weeks, months of weary inaction. Other friends there 
Avere likewise whose faithful forbearance found a new 
claim on their love in the patient of their affections, for 
‘ it Avas iinjiossible to know [him] without deeply loving, 
‘ necessary that he shonld be deeply loved before he could 
‘ be fully known,’ Avrotc Mr. Watts Duutou, who with Mr. 
Hall Caine, Mr. William Sliarp, Mr. Shields, Burne-Jones, 
and others, did what in them lay to minister such happinesa 
as might be to a life already anchored in shadow, bearing 
the conscious burden of its own shortcomings. ‘ I can 
‘ make nothing of Christianity,’ ran Rossetti’s brief con¬ 
fession so incomprehensible to those whose heart and brain 
admit no disunion, ‘ but I only want a confessor to give me 
‘ absolution for my sins.* 

The end was at hand. On Easter Day, 1882, Rossetti 
died, a man wh^ with eyes that saw into great distances 
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walked with stumbling feet among the stones of tUe high¬ 
way, whose trespasses were the accidents rather than the 
essence of his temperament, who, carrying with him what 
was little to the grave of the man, has left us a legacy of 
what was great in the ideals of the artist. ‘ His morality 
‘ is all sympathy,’ Pater has said of Botticelli’s works. The 
saying may be applied both to Rossetti and to lhat per¬ 
sonality which Burne-Jones, perpetuating and spiritualising 
one aspect of Rossetti’s genius, has embodied in his 
paintings. And the mt)rii,lity that halts at sympathy is in 
truth incomplete. Yet it is not a small thing, as atiy close 
experience of the morality that lacks it evidoiiees. The 
emotional response of pity to the appeal of ihings pitiful, of 
homage to things brave, of veneration for things pure, is not 
merely a painted flame. Far rather is it the illuminating 
assurance that at the core of a man’s being lie warm human 
instincts ranged on the side of all that is good, reverent, 
and generous, instincts rusted, warped, mutilated by disuse 
or accident,' but still alive to testify that though deeds 
suffer from the paralysis of will, that which lies closer to 
the immortal vitality—the spirit -quickens. ‘1 sleep, but 
* my heart wak(*th.’ 

Fight years before liis death the friendship, which from 
1871 to 1874 had made Morris aJid Rossetti joint inmates of 
Kelmseott, had drawn to a natural and inevitable close. Nor 
is it possible to trace in Morris’s personality any lasting effects 
of that long-continued intimacy. Not even in the phase 
of first disciplesliip, when ‘ not as a pupil, but as a servant,’ 
he apprenticed himself, a docile votary at an idol’s slirine, did 
Rossetti’s iuffueuce —apart from art- -t<meh anything beyond 
the surface nature of his devotee. Morris caught indeed, 
we may guess, many reflexions i>f the iiiniginative emotion 
of his great master. But reflexions are not dyes, and 
throughout the uutiiiged undercurrent of Morris’s own 
inveterately individual personality asserttai itself. In 1850 
—a year before the wedding of Rossetti—Morris, marrying, 
like his friend Burne-Jones, in the iirst years of manhood, 
had early dispossessed liimself of those rights of irresponsible 
freedom which have for their counterpoise accumulative 
loneliness, and in the period of Morris’s life following upon 
his marriage we are told that the strain of an ‘orderly 
‘ civic element,’ which Mr. Mackail describes as one of the 
strongest threads in Morris’s nature, ‘developed till he 
‘ became what he would himself have called in later days a 
‘ typical bourgeois.’ 
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With unimpaired physical strength, autrammeled from 
boyhood upwards, so far as things materi^,! went, by any 
cares or anxieties concerning the to-morrows of life, the 
burden of all the practical and inexorable questions entailed 
by marriage and fatherhood rested lightly upon hyn; nor 
can he ever hare experienced the depressions and discourage¬ 
ments which weight men of fragile frame for whom the 
necessities of' breadwinning make the pursuit of the ideal 
in art not only a road of difficulty but an ascent of sacrifice. 
Such inequalities of fortune and health may have had much 
to do with the singularly ditfei-ent atmosphere that clings 
to the works of Morris and Burne-Jones. Yet, that iu 
his exemption from the pressure of outward conditions 
aad the evils attendant on precarious hesilth, by which 
Burne-Jones’s career was beset, Morris was wholly the gainer, 
may be doubtful. When the soil is furrowed for the sowing 
deficiencies of strength and fortune are apt to bring with 
them, and overpast to leave behind them, for the artist, a 
more intuitive perception of some aspects of things beautiful; 
for the man a more uuexacting consideration, a more 
winning patience with the discouragements, failures, unsuc¬ 
cesses and defaultings of others, a special loveableness of 
nature, indefinable yet easy of recognition, rarely and only 
by special grace of God acquired under the star of a too 
constant and too robust prosperity. 

‘ Earth’s snccoss, at the purest, with stain of the earthy 
Leaves the white worth of truth, where it touches it, less,’ 

and such disadvantages of good fortune Morris suffered, 
for, in the main, so far as a life with ideals, human or 
divine, material or immaterial, can be so accounted, his life 
was that of a man of success. At his first mariicd home, 
the Red House, Upton, at his later homes of Kelmscott and 
in London, a large share of the good things jf this world 
fell to his lot. The companionship of devoted friends, self- 
chosen associates, was his. His surroundings, and to his 
temperament surroundings meant much, corresponded to 
his creed—the doctrine be held ‘ more than ever at his 

* heart the importance for peojjle of living in beautiful 
places.’ In one of such places he lived: Kelmscott ‘ has 
‘ come to be to me,’ he writes in 1882, ‘ the type of 

* the pleasant places of the earth, and of the homes of 
’ harmless, simple people not over-burdened with the in- 

* tricacies of life; and as others love the race of man through 

* their lovers or their children, so I love the earth through 
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* that small space of it.’ As a poet, fame came to him ; his 
firm fioTirished f as a craftsman his achievements were un¬ 
surpassed by his contemporaries^ and recognised as the 
standard of taste and excellence. As a social reformer he 
was truly foredoomed to disappointment. But the discourage¬ 
ment induced by his experience .of the inner workings of the 
socialist propaganda, however keenly felt, was tempered 
by the continuance of his interest in manifold industries, 

‘ my little patterns and dyeings, and the dear warp and 

* weft,’ and all those other occupations he had ever sot 
generously on one side for the ‘ cause,’ but which in them¬ 
selves filled his days tooverflowing. So far, indeed, as his life is 
made known to us, his joys, griefs, and tronbtes were those 
incident to all lives, not the catastrophes of the few among 
the many, but of the many among the few. And, more¬ 
over, foremost among the gifts of fortune, in his open-air, 
clear-minded, and wholesome manhood he retained that in¬ 
valuable endowment of childhood, the aptitude for taking 
pleasure in little things. 

His feminine side - for no man can remain so perfectly a 
child without being partaker in the lietter part of woman¬ 
hood found nourishment in his intense and personal love 
of the earth in its freshness, and cleanliness, and gladness, 
and of its children. Every touch betrays his intimacy with 
them. * The blackbirds wake me about 4 o’clock A.itf.; as 
‘ for the rooks, they never stop all day long. I saw a leash of 
‘ plovers yesterday squawking away, and making believe they 

* had no nest at hand. The garden is full of bulliiuches, 

* ildiich are pretty, fat dears, and sing a little, sliort sung 
‘ very sweetly. ’ And the flowers no less are loved each for 
its own special self. ‘ The snowdrops nearly but not quite 

* gone; a few purple crocuses, but of course not open this 

* sunless day. The daphne very full of blossom. Many 
‘ daffodils nearly out, but only two or three quite. The 

* beautiful hepatica, which I used to love so.’ . . . Such 
sentences recur throughout his correspondence, and by that 
instinctive individualisation of bird and plant may be 
placed his jealous fondness for his treasure-troves of other 
things rare and lovely. * If you have one of his books,’ 
said a friend, ‘ in your hands for a minute, he’ll take it away 
‘ from you, as if you mre fmrting it.' It is a feeling every 
child, to whom a toy is more than a toy, has shared with 
the poet-craftsman. And the childhood in the man, the 
manhood in the artist, persisted throughout his life. 

The attitude of mind and heart from which he viewed 
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life was one the shadowy complexities, the troubled and 
disquieting loveliness of the art of Rossetti, and after another 
guise the emotional ideaj^ of Burne-Jones, might by force 
of association obscure, but could not obliterate—‘ I hope I 
‘ am not quite uiihnmble, or want to be the only person in the 
‘ world untroubled; but I h-^ve been ever loth to think that 
‘ there were po people going through life, not without pain, 
‘ indeed, but with simplicity aiid free from blinding entaugle- 
‘ ments. Such an one I want to be, and my faith is that it 
‘ is possible for most men to be no worse.’ In his first 
volume of verses, dedicated to Bossetti, the accent, if 
more elemental and mure dramatic in its alliance to 
primitive pascion, has yet a very close kinship to Rossetti’s 
own genius. In the ‘ Earthly Paradise ’ he stands as a poet 
brother in arms to the painter of Pygmalion, the Psyche, 
and the Perseus legends. But in spite of all such twinship 
of sentiment or theme, we cannot dismiss the intuition 
that his native sympathies always transgressed the limits of 
such visions with their bounded fragility of loveliness to 
expand in regions of colder, clearer, and sti'onger climes; 
that hie affinity lies with possibly less condensed, but more 
active passions—-the passions of the North - that he moves 
more fi'eely in scenes where the climax of emotion is not 
languor, where the extinction of self-consciousness in one 
single pulsation of the heart or the soul is fraught not with 
lassitude but energy. While, contrariwise in Rossetti’s dual 
art, in Bume-Jones’s painting, fever is for ever at its ebb¬ 
tide ; not* 2)assiou, but the reaction of passion embodies 
itself before us; not the seal but the im2>ression on the wu; 
or perhaps, in some of Rossetti’s later pictures and earner 
poems, another metaphor may present itself, and we may 
feel that the image evoked is not of the fire, but of those 
ashes of dead burnings which should more fitly have been 
swept from the very threshold of the House of Life. 

Nor can any contrast be mure complete than that pre¬ 
sented by the mode in which the creative genius of Morris 
and Burne-Jones, acting and reacting either on the other, 
sought and found its congenial outlet. On Burne-Jones the 
lot was cast to be both by tem^ierament and choice the artist 
above all things of conception. To embody his conceptions 
by the mediums and methods df the outward art of which 
he was master, limited his ambition. Where other mediums 
and other methods wore in question, he left to others the 
execution of his great inventive designs for painted window 
or woven tapestry. He had no wish himself to translate 
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his own art into the language of other crafts. But for 
Morris the joy dff invention lay no less in the execution than 
in the conception. The acquisition of manual mastery in 
one means of expression was with him but a signal for the 
acquisition of manual mastery over another. To express 
what was beautiful in one form sufficed him no whit, fie 
was master dyer, master weaver, master printer, engraver, 
illuminator, by turns. The restless impulse to action domi¬ 
nates the whole record of the years. Contentment itself, 
that clogwheel of unrest, seems, except as regarded the 
composition of verse, to have effected no permanent or 
j 'jrceptible relaxation of energy. ‘ The life at Red House 
* was for Morris one of almost complete contentment ’—so 
his biographer speaks of the pei'iod when the birth of a first 
and a second child came to give that now future to hope 
that parentage confers. But work never ceased, either at Red 
J-louso, at Kelinscott, or at Hammersmith; rather were all 
those around him swept into the eddies of his busy brain 
and hand. And when the times of * almost unclouded 
‘ happiness ’ drifted into that only immutable Eden—the 
pash—be still remained, in a fellow-worker’s graphic phiuse, 
as a man going ‘ at twenty miles an hour.’ Indeed, reading 
his life as the supplement to his works, Mr. Mackail’s 
biograph)' beside Mr. Vallance’s ‘record,’ deeds and the 
doing of them, stiMid as h is natural and vital element, and feel¬ 
ing takes the subsidiary part of a incu'e impulsion to action, 
involuntarily we image Morris to ourselves companioned 
with soldier figures of schoolroom heroes—Greath 5 art fight¬ 
ing the pilgrims’ %ay through giants and lions to the House 
Beautiful; Sigurd, the gi’eat Volsuug, ‘ who never did lose 
‘ heart and t»f naught was adread ; ’ Crnur do Lion as Walter 
Scott invented him, Bt. (ileorge rises before us as his pro¬ 
totype to whom dragons were a necessary of life, and Robin 
Hood, patron of all good Socialists —' 

‘ The yood outlawe 
Who d)do jKjre men much good,’ 

and whose example Morris was fain most cheerfuUy to 
follow. Bat, doer of deeds as he was, under all surface 
hardihoods lay warm and strong affections. He does not 
mnk among those who stake the whole of happiness upon 
the doubtful issues of human ties, his life is no story of the 
hazardous game played by men who risk all fur all on one 
throw of the dice, nor did life’s interpretation lie for him in 
the emotions of heart or souL Yet disappointments struck 
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him with unbluuted edge. When Burne-Jones wrote to 
relinquish the idea of a joint household he received the news 
with no equable philosophy. ‘ Your letter was a blow to me 

* at first,’ Morris answered him, ‘. . .in short I cried, 
‘ but I have got over it now.’ And in later days, when in 
Iceland he sought and found no home letters at that ‘ black 
‘ wbite-windewed cottage that I have seen in night-dreams 
‘ and day-dreams so often since,* he wondered ‘ why doesn’t 
‘ one drop down or faint, or do something of that sort when it 

* comes to the uttermost in such matters,’ and other people's 
calmness astonishes him, as the reassuring packet, when 
discovered, is read, and his ‘terror cured’ he can take 
ship homewards in peace, the ‘ glorious simplicity of the 
‘ terrible tragic but beautiful land, with its well-remembered 
‘ stories of brave men,’ having ‘ made all the dear faces of 
‘ wife and children and love and friends dearer than eve:: 
‘ to me.’ 

And if that deep-hearted tenderness lay beneath some 
superficial and inconsiderate roughness of bearing, under the 
violence, like the fugitive fury of a child, which was so 
familiar a feature of his character, lay a generosity which 
held no sediment of those long-hatched rancours —the root of 
many a man’s wrath— that betray in one moment’s flash the 
controlled resentment of colder tempers. In truth, it might 
be said that to do Monis an injury was to lay him under ai> 
inverse debt of kindliness to the offender, as some may 
have realised when, a few years before his death, he appeared 
in court * to make himself surety for the editor of the 
very newspaper which, owing its existence to Morris, had 
in Mr. Mowbray’s hands been made not only a medium of 
adverse opinion but of personal attack. Nor can any, to 
whatsoever camp of political warfare they belong, fail to 
recognise the actuating principle of a true humani- 
tarianism, a sincere and self-sacrificing desire for ‘ the 

* bettering of the world,’ which transformed as life went on 
the history of the artist whose aim was the Restitution of 
Beauty into that of the man whose service was primarily 
given to his fellow-men. Flaws all may find in his creed 
and in his practice; the narrowness of the dogmatist and 
the arrogance of the partisan. The transference of barriers 
is not their abolition. To make outcasts of the rich is no 
less contrary to the communism of the spirit than to make 
outcasts of the poor, and if true equality of soul does not 
question if a man clothed in rags, neither does it 
inquire if he be clad in purple. Something of that 
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broader sympathy which caused Morris’s follow-poet of 
Socialism * to find a place amon^ his songs of ‘ Les jours 
‘ de Combat ’ for the sorrows of ‘ les pauvres potits riches ’ 
is undoubtedly lacking in Morris’s utterances, as it is in 
the plagiarisms of many of his imitators. Tet such daws 
remain the ephemcml accidents of what those who hold a 
sadder if a wiser faith must needs regard as transitional 
ideals of aim, while the labour, the courage, the devotion that 
at length undermined even Morris’s strength belong to 
those eternal ideals of character which ennoble all aims 
and sanctify all ideals. ‘ Though I have many hopes and 
‘ pleasures, or at least strong ones,’ his otvn simple words to 
a friend may well serve as his life’s epitaph. ‘Though 
‘ my life is dear to me, so much as 1 seem to hare to do, I 
‘ would give them away, hopes and pleasures, one by one, or 
‘ all together, and my life at last for you, for my friendship, 
‘ for my honour, for the world.’ 

So in the October of 1896, after not too prolonged a period 
of failing strength, surrounded by love, and care, and kind¬ 
ness, Morris, in the ‘ common word for a man’s dying ’ he 
puts into John Ball’s month, ‘ changed his life.’ He 
left to art, as an artist, an abiding inheritance—the ideal 
of beauty in common things. As a man he bequeathed to 
men an ideal beauty in human lives. 

• ‘ Du8t to dust loll idly on my oars,’ wrote one of the friends t who 
had stood beside the open grave in the villngt^jnirchyai'd, ‘and in its 
stead a vision of tlic England which lie dre^^^^* hlled my mind. 
The little church grew brighter, looking as filled with the 

spirit of a fuller faith einhodied in .*m ainplc^rmial. . . . John Ball 
stood by the grave, with him a band of archers all in Lincoln green; 
birds tAvittered in the trees, and in the air the scent of apple-blossom 
and white baAvthorn hnng. All was much fairer than 1 have ever 
seen the conutr}' look, fair with a fairness that, was never seen in 
England but by the ]>oct, and yet a fairness Avith which he laboured 
to endue it. Once more the mist descended, and iny sight grew 
dimmer; the England of the Fellowship Avas gone, John Ball had 
vanished, with him the archers; and in their place remained the 
knot of countrymen, plough-galled and bent with toil; the little 
church turned greyer, as if a reformation had passed over it.’ 

In 1898 tbe death of Bdward Bume-Jones followed that 
of his friend, leaving tbe revolution they with their followers 
bad wrought in art an accomplished fact, leaving, likewise, 
as revolutions are apt to do, the world unquietly expectant 
of a new dynasty. 

* [Cloris Bugues.] t Robert Cunninghamc (^ham. 
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Aet. V.—1. Italy: From the Fall of Ifapoleon in 
1815, to the year 1890. By John Webb Peobtn. New 
Edition. Loudon : 1891. 

2. Tike Union of Italy, 1816-1895. By W. J. Stillman. 
Cambridge: 1898. 

3. A History of Italian Unity: being a Political History 
of Italy from 1814 to 1871. By Bolton Kimg, M.A. 
2 Tola. London: 1899. 

T TALiAN Unity was the work of three generations of men. 

They found Italy, in Mettemich’s bitter phrase, a mere 
geographical expression; they left her a groat and united 
nation. The story of this marvellous change falls into 
three periods, each with its own special watchword ; 
Liberty, Independence, Unity. These are the successive 
ideals which followed each other in a natnral process of 
historic developenient. 

The first period, from 1815 to 1831, includes the earlier 
and later Carbonaro movements; the strife for liberty with 
the stolid and benighted reaction of the restored princes of 
1815. ^ut the foreigner in the land was loo strong. Every 
effort broke against the ruck of Austrian predominance and 
power, till it became clear that without independence there 
could not be liberty. During the second periW, which lasts 
from 1831 till the fall of Rome in July 1849, independence 
is the goal. It is the watchword of the great struggle 
of 1818. But enthusiasm without union was no match 
for Austria, even in her hour of anguish, or for the forces of 
clerical and despotic reaction, which triumphed at Rome 
and in the South. Bitter experience taught the patriots 
that to enthusiasm they must add knowledge ; to boldness, 
deliberate self-restraint. Only unity could lead to inde¬ 
pendence, as independence to liberty. For the sake of 
unity Rei^ublicans and Moderates had to subordinate their 
own political prejudices; regions had to sacrifice their 
autonomy, and even their institutions, till in the end too 
hasty assimilation, and pedantic craze for uniformity, may 
liave somewhat restricted liberty itself. 

Such is the story told in the three books before us. In 
the main they tell it in the same way, but they devote very 
different proportions of their space to our three periods. 
Mr. Probyn and Mr. Stillman both allow 120 pages only to 
the eventful years from 1849 to 1871, while fiie former 
gives 160 and the latter 240 pages to the first two periodst 
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On the othei; Land, Mr. King allows 447 pages to the third 
period and only 352 to the first two. It follows that his 
account of the last xieriod is far the fullest and most in¬ 
teresting, and we think there is some internal evidence that 
it is the part of his work to* which he has devoted most 
labour and thought. 

Book-learning, however, is 'not the only road to the 
understanding of contemporary or quasi-contemporary 
history, and we are glad to learn from Mr. Probyn that 
‘ during the perioil which elapsed between the summer of 
* 1859 and the commencement of 1867 he passed the greater 
‘ pjirt of each year in Italy and aiuoiigst Italians, as well 
‘ as the memorable autumn and winter of 4870 and the 
‘ spring of 1871.’ Similarly Mr. Stillman tells us that 
‘ from boyhood a romantic, lover of Italy, he went thither 
‘ in 1861, and during subsequent years there has been no 
‘ long interval in which he was not intimately conversant 
‘ with the course of events.’ In fact, he was for many years 
correspondent of the ‘ Times ’ at Eorae, a post from which 
he did not retire until 1898. 

Mr. Probyn’s little book is a straightforward and simple 
account, written from a Liberal, but not Radical, point of 
view. His list of authorities is a inotlest one. He pro- 
fesses to have read or consulted only nineteen works against 
.the 171 of Mr. Stillman’s, and the 775 of Mr. King’s, 
bibliography. Nevertheless the value of his book is by no 
means to be measured by these figures. By not attempting 
too much detail, and avoiding frequent or lengthy criticisms, 
and discussions of debateable points, he is able to give us a 
most clear and readable sketch of events, down, at any rate, 
to 1859. From that date his book can hardly compete with 
the other two. The first edition came out in 188 t, when 
much of the material for the later history was not yet 
available. Even Cavour’s letters had not then been pub¬ 
lished. 

The volume from Mr. Stillman’s pen is fully worthy of 
the series to which it belongs. It is the very thing for the 
student who wishes to lx$ introduced to modern Italian 
history. The newest, and at the same time the most con¬ 
trovertible, matter is contained in the last chapter; but as 
that deals with politics and parties since the completion of 
the union in J871, we need say no more of it here. There 
are, however, two of the writer’s peculiar prejudices and 
partialities which peep out at an earlier period. His strong 
dislike of the French, and his admiration, by no means 



882 The Birnggh for Italian Independeneo: 1816-1849. April, 


unjustifiable, for Crispi, lead occasionally to reflexions 
which conflict with his otherwise just estimate of Cavour, 
whom he calls ‘the greatest of modern Italians.’ The 
following is an instance of that over-emphatic statement 
of individual and very disputable opinion to which Mr. 
Stillman is prone :— 

* It was a ^und apj)roliGDKion, growing out of tlie perception of 
the danger of Frencli friendship, that led England to oppose those 
tendencies of Cavour whicli ended in the war of ISoi) and the emanci¬ 
pation of Lombardy. And I am profoundly convinced that most of 
the morbid conditions of current Itiiliun politics are due to the germs 
planted in the national constitution by that initial mistake.’ 

We have na weakness for Louis Napoleon. It was not for 
his heaux yevx that Cavour, that Victor Emmanuel had, of 
very necessity, to make use of that two-edged sword, that 
slippery friend, without whose aid, nevertheless, advance 
was impossible. But for the ‘initial mistake’ there would 
never have been an Italy at all! Mr. Stillman cannot really 
think, with the Republicans of that day, that Italians could 
by their own unaided martial vigour have won their way to 
unity in the teeth of Catholic Europe. Still less does he 
believe, as is clear from other passages, that they had mueh 
to hope from the system of conspiracies and insurrections. 
AVc find it only natural that, in his brief account of Gari¬ 
baldi’s dictatorship in Sicily, he should take an extremely 
‘ Crispino ’ view of the bickerings and of the real conflict of 
policy between the nominees of Garibaldi and of (favour, and 
throw all the blame on Cavour. It does not seem to occur 
to him that both parties were wrong, possibly equally 
wrong. 

Mr. King’s opinion is a very different one: ‘ Crispi’s 
‘ misrule was the first of the series of blunders which 
‘ marred the early years of Italian rule in the South ; ’ and 
again: ‘In the cool judgement of after years no excuse is 
‘ possible for the men who, led by Crispi at Palermo, and 
‘ Bertani at Genoa, were trying to postpone annexation 
‘ indefinitely.’ Yet of our three historians it is Mr. King 
who usually approximates most to the Radical, occasionally 
even to the Mazzinian, point of view ! We do not wish to 
enter the fray. This is not the place. The dispute has 
much greater importance for the social and political 
history of the South than for that of the uj^iou of Italy. 
Be it here said that none of our three guides has the clue 
to the problem of the South. Although they write with 
feeling and sympathy of the struggles of Sicily, and cannot 
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resist the fasciuution of the Sicilian uharacter, the South 
in general has remained to them, if nob an absolutely 
sealed book, at any rate a volume to be glanced at, not 
read; not studied, but skimmed without interest, and 
hardly with curiosity. This' want of interest is partly 
explained by the fact that, with occasional exceptions, 
the South was of less moment in the Unitarian movement 
than the rest of Italy, and, although Neapolitan Liberals 
suffered far more and more cruelly than those of any 
other region, they did not produce any of the greatest 
tigures of the Revolution. The insufficient interest leads to 
inadequate treatment, and to some degree of carelessness. The 
most conspicuous slips we have come across in Mr. King’s 
book—which is on tlui whole a work of careful accuracy—all 
occur in connexion with the South. Wo laugh a good deal 
at foreigners’ caredessucss in spoiling English names; we 
hardly should hold up Tivaroni, now the standard Italian 
historian of the ‘ Risorgimento,’'a8 an example for imitation, 
when he writes of ‘ iSir Williams Gladstone.’ Yet Mr. King 
throughout, oven in the Index, writes ‘Capitinata’ for 
‘ Gnpitanata,’ and ‘ llelcarotto ’ for ‘ Delcarretto.’ He also 
missiiells Taiiucoi’s name. Oii the three or four occasions 
when ho has to mention the C’ilento, the triangle between 
thf‘ Gulfs of Salerno and Policastro, he obviously supposes 
it to be a town, and not a district. Guriously enough, Mr. 
Probyn makes the same mistake in speaking of the rising at 
Bosco in the Cilento on June 28, 1828, which he describes 
as occurring ‘ at a place called Cilento.’ 

Mr. King makes one glarijig misstatement of fact through 
stumbling into a linguistic trap of the kind which occasionally 
will catch even the cleverest. In mentioning the insurrec¬ 
tion of September 1, 1847, at Reggio, in Calabria • -of which, 
by the way, Edward Lear, the artist, was an eyewitness 
he says: ‘ The insurgents were driven back on Aspromonte, 

‘ where the Government easily crushed the immature move- 
‘ ment, and shot /orly-seven of the insurgents in eohl blood.' 
Mr. Stillman, on the other hand, tells us that ‘ fourteen of 
‘ the insurgents were condemned to death and four were 
* executed.’ But even he has not given the figures correctly. 
Nine in all wore executed. The facts are as followsOf 
200 insurgents taken prisoners between Reggio and Gerace, 
five were condemned by the military commission which sat 
at Gerace, and shot on October 2. Another commission, 
sitting at Reggio, during the month of November sentenced 
fourteen more to death, but of these fourteen only four were 
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actually executed. Now the historian Nisco, in an account 
of these events, after mentioning by name the £re Calabrians 
sentenced at Gerace, uses the following words : ‘ II giomo 
‘ 2 Ottobre quarantasette qiiesti generosi furono fncilati,’ 
i.e. *On October 2 [eighteen hundred and] forty-seven 
‘ these brave fellows were shot,’ 

There are few works so bnTky and so fall of detail as Mr. 
King’s history that do not contain many slips as bad ns 
this. We only wish he had given us four volumes instead 
of two. Then he might have found room—as does Mr. 
Probyn, despite his limited space—occasionally to quote the 
ipeiseima verba of statutes, documents, and despatches. 
Then he need jiot have so ruthlessly excluded every one of 
those racy and characteristic stories of the time which 
would have helped to a fuller and more concrete presenta¬ 
tion of many of th(; scenes and actors in the drama. 
They would encourage the reader of the idler sort, and, 
above all, they would dissipate the too common notion 
that Italian patriots were all tears and sentiment and 
‘ high-faintin’.’ 

Mr. King’s youth—ho was a little boy at the time when 
his history closes in 1871—deprives him of the advantage 
enjoyed by his rivals in having lived mucli in Italy during 
those stirring times. It is remarkable how little his work 
suffers from this circumstance, though its effect is noticeable 
occasionally—for instance, in his treatment of Mazzini. 
Men of exactly the same ctist .and calibre of mind, of exactly 
the same political prejudices and associations, are apt to 
judge Mazzini from a very different point of view, according 
as they happen to be Englishmen or Italians. To the 
Englishman Mazzini is essentially the political philosopher. 
To the Italian he is, above all, an actor in his country’s 
drama. Now Mr. King has two manners in writing of 
Mazzini. In his first manner we see the enthusiastic 
student of the great teacher’s writings spell-bound by their 
literary and ethical fascination; in the second the sober 
historian scrutinising by the dry light of reason the good 
and evil actually accomplished in the history of the 
Peninsula by that inflexible but overweeningly egotistical 
doctrinaire. 

The treatment of social and economic subjects, again, is 
that of an English philanthropic reformer, of the student of 
English industrial questions, and shows a certain lack of 
intimacy with the peculiar dress which the same problems 
put on in Italy. 
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On a future occasion we hope to deal with the later 
history; at present we are concerned only with the two 
earlier periods down to 1849, which roughly correspond with 
Mr. King’s first volume. 

The Liberals of the Carbonaro period, but for the inter¬ 
ference of Austria, might have attained their object, notwith¬ 
standing Mazisini’s disparaging criticism, whicli, of Piedmont 
at least, is utterly untrue. ‘ The OarbonaVo revolutions 
‘ failed,’ said he, ‘ because their leaders wore men of small 
‘ capacity or originality. They had no programme beyond 
‘ the overthrow of the absolutist governments, no social 
‘ outlook beyond industrial freedom and a presenbible system 
‘ of law and education.’ 

The greatest vigour and stubbornness were shown in 
Sicily. But there traditional liberties and insular separatist 
feeling were l.he distinctive eloinonts. For that reason 
Sicilian revolution was not in 1820 a step in the ladder of 
the Italian movement as it was in 1848. The Neapolitan 
revolution which preceded and led up to the Sicilian was 
purely military, and to some extent, accidental. We might 
never have heard of it if Nugent bad been a man of admini¬ 
strative ability. Of Irish birth, ho had served long Jind 
brilliantly in the Austrian army, till, after the restoration 
of 1815, he was appointed ‘ Captain-General ’ of the 
Neapolitan forces. Had he been capable of maintaining 
military discipline and winning the support of the Murattist 
officers, who were the best element in the army, or even had 
Pepe’s military district of Avellino happened instead to bo 
under Church, who till a few weeks previously had com¬ 
manded the lower Apulian district, the events of Nola, 
Mercogliauo, and Avellino could scarcely have happened. 
But the very want of discipline and military loyalty that 
gave birth to the revolution also caused its destruction. 
The Neapolitan troops, which had proved their worth 
against Massena and in Napoleon’s campaigns, made no stand 
against Austrian invasion, and Ferdinand, the clown king, 
the ‘ Be Lazzarone,’ returned to persecute the men whom 
he had ostentatiously thanked for ‘ the great service they 
‘ had rendered to him a.ud to the nation,’ and to revoke the 
constitution for which he had thanked God, ‘ who has per- 
‘ mitted me in my old age to do a great good to my king- 

* dom,’ and to which hep had solemnly sworn, adding to the 
formal oath these words of his own accord as he fixed his 
eyes on the altar: ‘ Omnipotent God, who with infinite 

* penetr^tiop lookest into the heart and into the future, if I 
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‘ lie, or if one day I sliould be faithless to my oath, do Thou 
‘ at this instant annihilate me ! ’ 

The severities of Ferdinand’s rnle on his first restoration, 
after the brief republican interlude of 1799, had their ex¬ 
planation, their palliation, in his own nervous terror, and 
in the horror of all revolutionaries which not unnaturally 
had possessed the mind of his masterful queen, Mary 
Caroline, since the fate of her sister Marie Antoinette. 
And what were these severities beside the 12,000 executions 
in 200 days of the Revolutionary Tribunal of 1793 P But 
Mary Caroline had now long passed from the scene, and the 
Carbonari were of far milder temper than the men of the 
mountain. Ferdinand’s treachery was deliberate, of malice 
prepense, scarcely provoked. It rang the knell of his 
dynasty. ‘ Quern Dens vult perdere, prius dementat.’ 

The Piedmontese revolution of 1821 was more normal. 
Its first overt sign was the appearance at the theatre of four 
students in red caps, and, although the army decided the 
crisis, it was actuated by patriotism, not by insubordination. 
Santarosa was the hero of the movement, the cry of * War 
‘ to Austria ' its glory. It clearly marked out the house of 
Savoy for th(> future kingdom. One proclamation of the 
committee of Alessandria promulgates the constitution, ^ in 
‘ the name of the Italian Confederation, and of Italian inde- 
‘ pendence.’ Another says: ‘ The national committee shall 
‘ be considered legitimately formed, when the king shall have 
‘ made his person sacred and inviolable, by the legitimisation 
‘ of his authority as King of Italy.’ How unfair to such 
aspirations as these is the passage already quoted from 
Mazzini! 

The king, Victor Emmanuel I., would not grant the 
‘ Spanish ’ Constitution of 1812, a doctrinaire house of cards 
that was in great favour with all the Carbonari. He did 
not believe in it; he knew that he could not defend it 
against Austria, backed by Russia and Prussia. Events had 
made it too late for the movement to quiet down peacefully, 
and he shrank from a resistance that meant civil war, for 
the feeling of the army was doubtful and divided. So he 
cut the knot by abdicating 

‘O night of the K>tli of March,’exclaiina Santarosa, ' night fatal 
to my country, which disheartened us ^11, which broke so many 
swords raised for the cause of liberty, and dispersed like a dream so 
many cherished hopes ! The country did not indeed fall with the king, 
but that country was for us personified in the king, in Victor 
Emmanuel, and the youthfpl promoters of that military revolution ex- 
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claimed more than once, “ Perhaps some day he will pardon us for 
making him king«of six millions of Italians.” ’ 

Contrast Victor Emmanuel’s conduct with that of Ferdinand 
of Naples! Contrast the loyalty of the feeling which the 
very conspirators entertained for the king ! 

Much of the human interest of the story lies in Charles 
Albert of Carignan, who is now first introduced to us. 
Uis characteristic vacillation becomes apparent at once. 
Though heir presumptive to the throne, he had relations 
with the Carbonari. There are conflicting versions—well 
told by Mr. Stillman, and sifted in an appendix to Mr. 
King’s book— of what passed at an interview between the 
prince and the leading conspirators; but it is pretty certain 
that, in some form or other, he promised his adhesion, when 
satisfied that no hostile action was to be taken against the 
king. ‘ But on the morrow, frightened and penitent, above 
‘ all anxious to have no share in suborning the army, he 
‘ betrayed the secret to the Government.’ Charles Albert’s 
weakness was of no great national moment on that occasion, 
nor even while he was regent after the abdication, and 
pending the aiTival of the new king, Charles Felix, Victor 
Emmanuel’s younger brother. But it was an indication of 
what was to come. 

For the priest-ridden Charles Felix we must quote Mr. 
King:— 

* Not cruel by nature, lie looked on the revolution us the accursed 
thing, and meant to stamp it out. Charles Felix was an absolutist of 
the straitest sect. But he had no (|ualilic!itions for ^^laying the grand 
monarch. Alone among the princes of Savoy he was no soldier. Of 
poor presence, superstitious, irritable, he had few friends, and his 
chroniclers have dealt hardly with him.’ 

During his rcigu the popular heir to the throne swam 
with the tide. Mctternich gives the following account of a 
meeting with Charles Albert at Genoa in 1825 ; ‘“I was a 
‘ “ tool,” he said, taking leave of me, “ and I was so completely; 

* “ to-day I do not wish to be so, and I will be so no more. 

* «I bave learned Liberalism and its directors, and I am 

* ” disgusted with them.” His entire conduct is, in fact, 

* conformed to this declaration, and the Emperor thinks, as 

* I do, that he is not likely to be recaptured easily. God 

* grant it.’ Yet he seems to have been trying to stand well 
with the Liberals at the same time. On his accession in 
1831 they looked for large reforms. Matezini published a 
letter appealing to him to lead the Nationalists. The 
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reuctionay Court did not feel sure that he might not retulm 
to his ola love. ^ We must make him tisfiie blood/ said 
Count Cimiez, ‘ or he will escape us.’ Disappointed in their 
expectations, Mazzini and his henchmen began to plot. They 
were severely repressed. Twelve executions satisfied Count 
Cimiez’s desire. But the king’s health had broken down. 
He lived on potatoes and spinach, and fell into the hands of 
quacks. He was suffering from exti'eme nervous exhaustion, 
and was subject to sudden terrors and inexplicable fears. 
No wonder that the blood which had been shed weighed on 
his shattered nerves and superstitious mind. Bemorse 
drove him into a sombre mysticism. He wore a hair shirt, 
and performed acts of expiation. Jesuits and courtiers 
played upon his nervous fancies for their own purposes. Mr. 
Stillman tells the following strange story :— 

‘ The minister of war was in consultation with the king, when 
Hoverul blows were etrur.k behiud a cuitain oi' tlie hall in which they 
were. The king turned pale. It is nothing, Sire,’’ said his minister ; 
“ somebody is waiting there doubtless,” “ You are not religious, 
you,” replied the king, witli a sombre and preoccupied air. At the 
end of some minutes the sound recurred. The king turned pale 
again, began to tremble, and, quitting the astonished minister, went to 
kneel before a crucifix in an adjoining room. People interested in 
enfeebling his character had persuaded him that Queen Olotilde, wife 
of Charles EiniininiicJ IV., Avho liad died at Naples in the odour of 
sanctity, returned from time lo time to the jKilace. Often indeed 
a mystcriotis voice, coming from a corner where no one was to be 
seen, ordered the king w'hat he must do. The spirit scattered in his 
way morsels of stuffs which tlie king carried as amulets. Finally it 
was discovered that this misemblc phanlasmagory was die work of a 
valet, u ventriloquist, in conspiracy with a bribed femme do chumbre.’ 

But tke tide soou began to turn again, and with it 
Charles Albert. The rise of tlie ‘ moderate’ school between 
1837 and 1847 showed that men might be Liberals and 
patriots without being republicans or revolutionaries. It is 
of these years that Mr. Stillman writes: ^ The healthy pro- 
^ gress made by Italian Liberalism in spite of repression in 
‘ the period between 1830 and 1846, and the disastrous 
^ failures of the succeeding period in which the Mazzinian 
^ agitation began, justify the policy of the Italian Conserva- 
‘ lives and their disf rust of the Republican propaganda.’ 
During the same decade Charles Albert’s legal commissions - 
published the enlightened ^Albertine’ codes. Reform was 
in the air. SevexnL minor instances of Austria’s buUyi^; 
interference touched the king’s dynastic pride and rous^ 
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his spirit again. Then Pius IX.* came on the scene. A 
reforming Pope was an encouragement to the king’s 
]*eviTing Liberalism. 

* His conscience was at rest now that he was progressing 
‘ on the same roiul as the head* of the Church, and could set 
‘ the Pope’s example against the warnings of confessor and 
‘ Jesuits.’ And so the flowing tide swept him into the 
grant of the constitution, the ‘Statute’ of March 4, 1848, 
which is to tliis day the fundamental law of united Italy. 
It swept him on into the disastrous war with Austria, 
where his characteristic defects helped to make victory 
imposfible. Hear how Minghetti describes him during the 
campaign in a letter quoted by Mr. Stillman 

‘ All the defects uf his charucter, so entirely speculative, here come 
out. On the slightt^st strategical movement tlie king became engaged 
ill a labyrinth of specuhitions as to the result, and arrived finally at 
no decision. One may say in tlie final analysis that the real military 
tJilent of Charles Alberr consisted in seeing the detects of all com¬ 
binations, eve.n rhnse of his own. He passed his nights in prayer. 
His gaunt face, like that of a man sick almost to death, and yet so full 
of fire; his sadness, which seemed even to repel the semblance of a 
smile, i)a<l a magnetic efrcct on the troops.’ 

And so he drifted on till the fatal day of Novara. At night 
he called together the generals and princes, and said 

' Gentlemen, T have sacrificed myself to the cause of Italian inde¬ 
pendence; for it 1 have exposed my Hie, that of my hoiih, and my 
crown. 1 cannot maintain tlie struggle. I understsind that my person 
may be :in obstacle to tlie conclusion of a ])euce now be(M)nie indis¬ 
pensable. 1 cannot sign it. Since I liave not been able to find death 
on the battle-field, 1 will make the last sacrifice to my country. 1 lay 
down my crown, and abdicate in favour of my son.’ 

‘ His long tortuous career had closed in noble failure. 
‘ And bis country’s love eiiBhrined him the martyr of the 
‘ national war, the patriot king, who had risked crown and 
‘ life for a greait Italian hope, the royal deiuoci'at, who had 
‘ cast away the prejudices of a lifetime to rally his country 
‘ to one last ill-starred but splendid venture.’ So Mr. King 
describes the posthiinious outburst of enthusiasm for 
Charles Albert’s memory. The Italy of to-day still judges 
that memory tenderly. At the inauguration of the monu¬ 
ment which has just been erected in the garden of the Via 
del Quirinale Signor Chimirri began his speech with the 
following words : ^ Ou this augural hill, whore Numa raised 
‘ a temple to Houmlus Quirinus, we to-day accomplish 
' another apotheosis, inaugurating a monument to the 
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‘ magnanimous King wWo was the true precursor of the 
‘ national Be-arising whence issued the new Italy.’ Bombast 
of this kind is hut fungus growth on the surface of the 
national myth. The court of history can never set aside 
the severe sentence pronounced once for all by Mazzini. 
This is how it runs - 

‘ Genius, leva, and J'aith were wanting in Charles Albert. Of the 
iirflt, which reveals itt-clf by a life entirely, logically, and resolutely 
devoted to a great idea, the career of tJharlcs Albert does not offer the 
least trace; the second was stided in him by the continual mistrust of 
men and of things whicli was awakened by the remembrance of his 
unhappy past; the last was dciiied him by his uncertain cbdracter, 
wavering always between good and evil, between /w t/o and nol to do, 
between daring and not daring. In his youth a tliought, not of virtue, 
but of Italian ambition—the ambition, however, which may be profit¬ 
able to nations—had passed througli his soul like lightning ; but he 
recoiled in affright, and the remembrance of this one brilliant moment 
of his youth presented itself hourly to him, and tortured him like the 
incessant throbbing of an old wound, instead of acting upon him as an 
incitement to a new life. Between the risk of losing, if lie failed, the 
crown of his little kingdom, and tlic foar of the liberty which the 
people, after having fouyht for him, would claim for tlieinscdve^, be 
went hesitating on with this spectre befi»re his eyc.s stumbling at 
every step, without energy to confront these dangers, wilhout the will 
or power to comprehend that to become King of Italy be must first of 
all forget that ho was King of Piedmont. Despotic from rooted 
instinct, liberal Irom self-love, and from a presenlimeut of the future, 
he submitted alternately to the government of the Jesuits and to that 
of men of progress A fatal disunion between thought and action, 
between conception and ihc faculty of execution, showed itself in every 
act. Most c*f those who endeavoured to place liirn at the head of the 
enterprise were forced to agree to this view of his character. Some 
of those intimate with him went so far as to whisper that lie was 
threatened with lunacy. He was the Hamlet of monarchy.’ 

Charles Albert’s character was but one of the elements 
of weakness that contributed to the failure of that first 
struggle for independence. Others were provincial jealousies; 
party friction between Moderates and Ecpublicans; lack of 
practical administrative and political experience among the 
Liberals; the predominance of literary men among their 
leaders; reliance on enthusiasm rather than on organisation; 
too little strenuous discipline and too much emotion, or, os 
Cavour complained at a later date, ^ too many songs about 

* Italy.’ Mr. King writes; ‘ Some of the reasons of defeat 

* were accidental; had Piedmont possessed a capable general^ 

* or an honest man sat on the throne of Naples, not all the 

* staying power of Radetzky’s army would have availed.’ 



1900. The Struggle for Italian Independence I 391 

w 

As a matter of fact, the element of unlucky accident was 
not nearly so'conspicuous at this time as was that of 
marvellously good luck in 1860. But if the cards are to be 
re-shuffled, and dealt again acQording to fancy in this way, 
we should prefer to speculate on how the tricks might have 
fallen had Cavour directed Piedmontese policy in 1848, or 
Badetzky commanded the Austrian forces in 1859. For 
our plain answer to the question, ‘ What caused the failure 
‘in Nox'thern Italy can only be, ‘ Radet/.ky and his 
‘ Croats.’ 

The reluctance of Liberals, and especially of Republicans, 
to admit that any good thing could come out of Austria, 
led them to throw all blame on the weakness* or lukewarm¬ 
ness of their leaders. Bo the boulevards of Paris shrieked 
treachery in 1870. Our historians are not quite free from 
this tendency; moreover, they incline to underrate the 
vigour and capacity of men whose moral and political 
conduct they condemn. lladetzky, for instance, is no 
favourite with Mr. King, who writes of him from a purely 
Italian point of view, and displays strong humanitarian 
repugnance to the severity of the old general’s rejxressive 
measures, while hardly doing justice to his purely military 
qualities. Yet surely his wonderful tenacity, his mem eequa 
in arduia, influenced the result just as much as did the 
shilly-shallying of the Piedmontese generals in ’48, or the 
disastrous incompetence of Chranowsky in ’49. 

So, too, the well-deserved execration that all right-minded 
men must feel for the tyranny of Ferdinand the Second’s 
rule has led to an utterly erroneous estimate of his power 
and historic effectiveness. 

Like Nero, Ferdinand began well. On his accession, in 
1880, he excited the hopes of his subjects by censuring his 
father’s rule, and declaring his desire to heal the wounds of 
the State. His good looks and soldierly bearing—he was 
only twenty at the time—won the heart of the populace, 
and he undoubtedly improved the discipline of the army. 
Unlike his father and grandfather, he was not a profligate. 
His family life was pure. Unlike them, too, he was not a 
coward. When Agesilao Milano attempted his life on 
parade, he showed a good deal of calm courage. After he 
lost his look of youth, the puffy fat figure, noisy swagger, 
and jaunty fiimiliar manner were those of a typical vulgar 
Neapolitan. Yet there was something in his tone, when 
displeased, that made better men quail in his presence. 
His superstition and his ignorance were stupendous. For 

voif. pxoi. VO. oooxoii. p D 
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literature, for science, and for the liberal professions he 
had the most unbounded contempt. * Whattnatterg a quilU 
‘ driver more or less ? ’ he would say. During the early 
years of his reign there was some relaxation of severity, 
which combined with the king’s first aureole of popularity 
to save the South from disturbance during the Bolognese 
movements of 1831. But after the death of his first queen, 
the gentle and beloved daughter of Victor Emmanuel I., in 
1835, Ferdinand returned to the ways of his ancestors, only 
with ten times their vigour and persistency. 

The constitution of 1848 was not extorted from his weak¬ 
ness. . He had realised the serious difficulties of the 
moment. Then* was revolution in Sicily, and an outbreak 
in the Cilento; Delcarretto, the hitherto omnipotent minister, 
■ had turned traitor a few days before, and been very sum¬ 
marily dealt with; the generals did not feel sure that the 
army could be relied on. So Ferdinand thought it politic 
to tfiko time by the forelock, and felt a. mischievous pleasure 
in ‘ dishing the Whigs,’ by granting of his own motion a 
constitution, before any of the professedly reforming princes 
had ventured to accept one. For the moment, no doubt, 
his ambition was tempted by this policy, which seemed to 
open a prospect of outstripping the Piedmontese monarch 
in the race for the throne of Italy. We do not believe that 
the king intended from the first to repudiate the constitu¬ 
tion. But none of the high-souled Neapolitan patriots had 
his force of will; as for Bozzelli, he was mere putty in the 
king’s hand. So, wheti the wind veered, and things looked 
better for autocracy, and worse for would-be Liberal princes, 
the tyrant deliberately broke his pledges, and the reign of 
terror set in. 

This most savage of Italian political persecutions is 
not to be measured by the number of death sentences, 
which were few, but by the peculiar spirit of obscurantism 
that directed it principally against members of the learned 
professions, and the unspeakable brutality of mixing up such 
men in the filthiest dungeons with criminals drawn from 
the lowest dregs of the populace. The king’s calloasnesB to 
the positive tortures suffered by men of this class in their 
confinement is to some extent explained by his contempt 
for * the quill-drivers.’ He would more easily have felt for 
the common felon chained to Poerio than for Poerio chained 
to the felon. Ferdinand pursued with absolute ruthlessness 
his policy of * Thorough.’ In Peccheneda he found his 
Jeffreys. Not the slightest heed did he pav to the terrible 
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indictment of Mr. Gladstone’s letters to Lord Aberdeen, 
still less to mils diplomatic remonstrance. He knew that he 
was master now, and master he remained through those 
terrible ten years till the day of his death. Yet he had no 
statesmanship or capacity to establish the despotism for his 
successor on a firm military basis. When he was gone, not 
sixteen months elapsed before his kingdom was overrun by 
a handful of bold adventurers. Ferdinand alone of the 
Bourbons was a man to bo reckoned with. 

It was not only the military power of Austria that was 
underestiinstod by the Iladicals of ’48. With the tendency 
that lurks in ever}^ party to exaggerate its own numbers, 
the enthusiasts thought they were all Italy, and Mazziiii 
talked of twenty millions of men, quite failing to appreciate 
at their true strength the Catholic and Conservative forces 
opposed to them. Their purblindness has in some degi'ee 
descended to onr Liberal historians, who have not studied the 
Conservatives with the same sympathising diligence that 
they have devoted to the Liberals. There is some justifica¬ 
tion for them in that they are writing the history, not of 
Italy, but of the Union of Italy; and the Liberals of ’48 
were potentially the united Italy of the future. But wo 
would have them measure all the phenomena with the same 
measure. The concentration of their interest on the one 
party prevents their setting before us the other with equal 
clearness and fairness. Consequently they do not really 
enable us to understand its strength. We quote Mr. King’s 
description of Catholic feeling, altliough the fii’st part of it 
seems to us to paint the position and difliculties of those 
Moderates who were Catholics yet Liberals, fervid Italians 
yet loyal sons of the Chundi, rather than the attitude of the 
pure Conservatives. It runs as follows :— 

‘ Between the LibcralK iind Cathnlics rnn at bottom t.)te fundamental 
cleavage. To the devotees Liberalism meant the loosening of religion, 
and though often scandalised by the corruption oC the Itoman Court, 
they feared that any blow to the Papacy might be a blow to the 
Church and all that the Church wifeguardcd. Between the two 
schools lay deep difference of creed as to the. sanction of morality. 
Catholics, who believed that authority and tradition were its only 
bulwarks, thought that if once men ceased to walk in the strait 
path of the Church they might be tempted to the abyss where walked 
unclean things. They dreaded free inquiiy, the contempt of forms, 
the questioning of institutions indissolubly, so they believed, bound up 

with more precious things.Behind the ihen and women who 

thought thus lay the enthusiasm of Catholic devoteea throughout the 
world, to whom the Pa])acy was Catholic rather than Italian, who cared 
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noibing for Italinn aspirations, but much for the glory of the tiara, 
and felt a chivalrous desire to defend a venerable aitd splendid name, 
whose own resources of defence had proved so feeble.’ 

Doubtless much of the Catholic opposition to national 
aspirations was the work of priests, playing the game of 
their own order. The influence of that order is, and must 
be, all-porvading among a Catholic people, which, without 
being seriously religious, is little affected by free thought. 
The law still allowed full scope for the exercise of that 
influence at the three critical mojnents of individual life - 
birth, marriage, and death—moments which even now, in 
spite of modern legislation, provide the priesthood with 
oppoi'tunities of which they take advantage to the foil. 
Yet many of the hierarchy of the better sort had a genuine 
faith in the supernatural character of their own sacred 
office. Pius IX. really believed himself to be the Yicar of 
God upon earth. And we must assert our conviction that 
thousands of deeply religious laymen throughout Italy, as 
well as a far larger number of religious women, seriously 
and earnestly believed that all Liberals—Freemasons espe¬ 
cially—were enemies of God and ‘our holy religion;’ 
believed that to accept Liberal views might, nay must, 
endanger their own hopes for the world to come. It 
is not on their power of moral elevation, or on any sweet 
reasonableness, that persuasions of this kind depend for their 
force, but on their sincerity. Must we jeer at them ? Must 
we insinuate that they are nothing but the care for loaves 
and fishes, masked under a show of religion, because they 
are not our views, nor the views of the men who rescued 
Italy ? After all, arc they really so much more ridiculous 
than those that are characterised in the following phrases 9— 

‘ Ilis political beliefs were to him articles of faith that admitted no 
que.stioniiig; wrang politics to him imjilied wrong morals; he was 
dogmatic, intolerant, too forward to obtrude the belief that he and no 
other was the true prophet; and though in after life h(3 sometimes 
compromised, it was always against the grain, and with a hatf-sense of 
wrong-doing. None the less he stands first among the makers of 
Italy. ... As monalist, as inspircr, he stands on a pinnacle where 
he has no rival, a prophet, to Italy and the world.’ 

With this rather hysterical sentence Mr. King concludes a 
very sympathetic estimate of Mazzini, of which we shall 
quote the most striking portion :— 

‘Mazzini was the'soul of the movement of 1848. The belief 
in a national mission was the corner-stone of bis politics. The 
current depreciation of his country drove him into hyperbole, and 
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he painted Italy initiating a new life among the nations, Eonic a third 
time the world's teacher, reconciling Roman justice and Christian 
altruism in the new social gospel. This new Italy must bo Re¬ 
publican and indivisible. . . . The circumstances of Italy, all her 
traditions, all lier great memories, lie claimed for Republicanism. A 
Royalist war of liberty, even if it brought a constitution in its wake, 
would leave the social iabric still ^unineiided, and in the Republic 
Mazzini saw the ideal commonwealth, where privilege was banished, 
where the poor were made the State's first care, ivhere association and 
education opened an infinite view of progress. With such a vision 
before their eyes the people, he had jiersuaded himself, would rise in 
mass to expel the Austrians, Yet even dearer to Mazzini than the 
Republic was Italian unity. Only through unity could Italy be strong 
and democratic; only when Rome became her capital cx)ulcl she hold 
her place among the nations of Europe iind teach fl nobler ideal of 
government. 

* Mazzini’s hopes liave been realised only in part, llis work, from its 
clear high dawn to its dark and misty close, bnjkc inefTectually against 
the obstacles that must meet the pure revolutionist. ... As a man of 
action he failed, lie always underrated the obstacles in front of him. 
He was, even apart from the irritability which may he pardoned to his 
misfortunes, a difficult man to work with. In old age he becjimc, as 
many a conspirator tends to be, a mere mischief-maker.’ At the last 
‘he intended to use against his own countrymen the arms which 
Bismarck had promised him. This marks the laf>t stage of his decline 
from patriot to conspirator, and it was well for him that the Govern¬ 
ment arrested Iiim and imprisoned him at Gaeta in August 1870.’ 

Mr. King relegates to an appendix all discussion of the 
often-repeated charge that his hero encouraged political 
assassination. He establishes, by quotations from Mazzini’s 
writings, ‘ that in theory he held assassination to be wrong, 

* unless in very exceptional cases. That he refused to con- 
^ demn the honest assassinator as morally guilty, and would 
‘ throw no stone at the man who killed a ti-aitor, yet that 
‘ he held assassination to be often a crime, and almost 

* always a blunder.^ 

Turning from theory to practice, we find that ^ on one 
‘ occasion,’ in his early days, Mazzini encouraged assassina¬ 
tion. ‘ A Corsican named Gullenga came to Mazzini in 
‘ 1853, to tell him that he intended to assassinate Charles 
‘ Albert, in revenge for a brother who had perished in the 

* Kevolution of 1821. Mazzini tried to dissuade him, but 
‘ not succeeding, and convinced that Gallenga was one of 
‘ those “whom Providence sends from time to time to teach 

* despots that their life may depend upon the will of a 
‘ single man,” gave him a dagger and money.’ Gallenga 
did not carry out his intention. 
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The only other case that throws any real light on the 
matter is that of Fasquale Greco, which Mr.,^ing does not 
relate with his usual transparent frankness. We follow 
Diamilla-Muller’s account. In the spring of 1868 some of 
the more fanatical liepublicans in Turin hatched a plot 
to assassinate Napoleon III., and got hold of this Greco, a 
Calabrian, to do the deed. Iii the latter part of April they 
arranged that Libertini should introduce the intended 
assassin to Mazziui, who was then at Lugano, and inform 
him of the plot, of which so far Mazzini knew nothing. 
When Mazzini was told of the design, and that the assassin 
was to be brought to see him, he would not receive Greco, 
but he did liot speak a word in condemnation of the ugly 
proposal. Here is the letter which he wrote to Diamilla/- 
Miiller, his confidential agent: - • 

‘ Dear M., 

‘ Tell Liltertiui that 1 don’t aee why this Pasquale Greco should 
come to see me. All the world knows of my residence here, and it 
is unfair of my Iriends male do parte de' miei atniei). 

‘Your Gicseppe.’ 

So the ‘ nature of purest temper ’ does not quite act 
up to his own precepts. This was no ‘ very exceptional 
‘ ease.’ There was no question of ‘ condemning the accom- 
‘ plished act ’ of an honest fanatic. Nor can ‘ youthful 
‘ indiscretion ’ be pleaded as for the Gallenga incident. We 
have no desire to exaggerate the criininaJity of political 
murder, but we fail to see why an accessory before the tact 
to political assassination is iu any less degree a political 
assassin than an accessory before the fact to common mni’der 
is a murderer. 

Can we fairly gather from that letter that Mazzini would 
have preferred that the attempt should not be made P It is 
a cowardly letter. Not a word to dissuade the bravo from 
risking his own life. Not a word to dissuade the rash 
disciples from putting themselves in the power of this Greco 
who might himself turn traitor! Yet, * as moralist, as 
‘ inspire!’, Mazzini stands on a pinnacle where he has no 
* rival, a prophet to Italy and the world.’ If this be the 
true doctrinaire faith, we prefer to sit with the heretics. 

Oil the other hand, it must be recorded in Mazziui’s 
hoiiouv that he was no persecutor. Daring the short time 
he was actually engaged iu the practical business of govern¬ 
ment, as Triumvir of the Roman Republic, he moderated to 
the best of his power the excesses of his more frenzied allies; 
he entrusted finance to capable hands, and succeeded in 
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maintaining quiet in the city itself, to a degree which is 
really eztraordmary, considering thu tumultuous traditions 
6f IVeiich and Italian democracy, and the unbridled license 
which previous slackness had allowed to the mob leaders. 
In the provinces there were* many instances of Jacobin 
tyranny. At Sinigaglia the Mastai family were tormented 
and temporarily detained as hostages, on account of their 
relationship to llie Pope, while sundry atrocities were com¬ 
mitted in the Marches and in Bomagua. But there was no 
connivance on Ma/.ziui’s part. After a first bud choice of 
commissioners Felice Orsini, better known to Englishmen 
as the author of an attempt on the life of Napoleon III. some 
ten years later, was sent with full powers {o re-establish 
order, which he did most loyally and efficiently. 

In fact, Mazzini did his best to govern well, but the task 
was herculean in districts where disorder and brutal outrages 
by both factious had long been endemic. During the whole 
Carbonaro period Romagna, and those other parts of the 
Papal States which were distant from Borne, had been in a 
continual ferment, while Borne itself remained in a state of 
tranquil lethargy. In like manner, and from like c-auses, 
the quiescence of the city of Naples contrasts strangely with 
the restlessness of Basilicata, Calabria, and Sicily during 
the same period. In fact, the relations of Borne to Boinagna 
were not altogether unlike those of Naples to Sicily. The 
capitals enjoyed the lion’s share of patronage, preferment, 
and profit, to their own satisfaction, but to the disgust of the 
remoter provinces. 

The effervescence culminated in the revolt of Bologna in 
18>‘ll; suppressed, as usual, by the Austrians. * The move- 
‘ ment of that year,’ says Mr. Stillman, endorsing Mazziui’s 
criticism quoted above, ‘ only showed the strength of 
‘ popular discontent, but developed no distinct aim or 
‘ national tendencies that might entitle it to consideration 
^ as a step in the national developement.’ Indeed that 
developcment, so far from gaining, lost ground by the move¬ 
ment, which indirectly raised obstacles that could not then 
have been foreseen. The Austrian occupation of Papal 
terrritory roused the jealousy of the French, who in February 
1882 seized Ancona by surprise, and only evacuated it in 
1837, when the Austrians simultaneously withdrew. Thus 
was laid down the evil precedent for the Civita Veccliia 
expeditious of 1849 and 1867. 

The sore in Bomagna went on festering all through the 
pontificate of Gregory XVI. One of the later eruptions at 
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Bimini, in 1845, occasioned the publication of Massimo 
d’Azeglio’s pamphlet on the ‘Ultimi Casi,.di Bomagua.’ 
As Mr. King tells us, ‘ the book at once made a party,’ 
though, when we read it at this time of day, it is not obvious 
why the long-winded and iiot*^ always clear reasoning should 
have been so effective. But Miughetti has preserved the 
key for us, and no one was better quuliBed to judge. ‘ I Gasi 
‘ di Romagna,' he says, ‘ was the earliest practical exposition 
‘ of tlie programme then first adopted—the substitution of 
‘ public, peaceful, serious, and courageous discussion of our 
‘ affairs for secret societies and plots.’ 

The book told not only on Itsilian public opinion, but on 
the new Pope .himself, who owed to its pages, as well as to 
those of Giobciti's ‘ Primato,’ some of his Liberal tendencies, 
some more to the personal iiiilucnce of his fellow-countryman, 
Count Pasolini, but probably most of all to his own benevo¬ 
lent, if not clear-sighted, mature. 

What are we to say of good, kindly, easy-going Pius IX. ? 
"What else than he said of himself? Good God! They 
■ want to make a Napoleon of lucf, who am only a poor 
• country parson.’ H(j was, in fact, an average specimen of 
a not uncomuiou type of Italian character. Good-natured 
and well-intentioned, not easily stirred to wrath, not 
intolerant, not cruel or revengeful, but morally rather 
than physically timid, disinclined for exertion of any kind, 
and particularly for mental effort, threading the crowded 
difiiculties of life with humorous plaintiveness, more 
anxious to make no enemies and to offend no man than to 
speak the truth and shame the devil. It is a loveable 
character, and pleasant to sail with over smooth waters. But 
of such are the immense majority' of the men who at this 
very moment are the prey of the fierce tiger-cats of Camorra 
and Mafia, and of the less notorious societies of the Comarca 
and the Adriatic shore. Helpless as they was Pius in the 
tempest of con Bicting beliefs and conflicting duties, helpless 
as they in the clutches of Antonelli. The storm was gather¬ 
ing as he weighed anchor; when it broke he was perplexed 
and frightened, and handed over the helm to his pirate 
skipper. 

‘ It is clear,’ writes Mr. Stillman, ‘ that Pius IX., on asanming ix)wcr, 
had no prcciae conception of his fntnre course. Of extreme benevo¬ 
lence of disposition, and a devout man, tlic sufferings of the people and 
the severity of past Governments had no doubt impressed him pro¬ 
foundly, and, believing in the goodneas and docility of his subjects, he 
was disposed to do what lay in him to lessen their troubles. . . . 
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Ameliorations in the condition of his people he desired, but he intended 
that they should l^e conferred as those of a father to his children, and 
that they should be recognised as free gifts and not made obligatory 
by any law which should control or seem to control bis action. It 
is needless to describe the demonstrations of devotion and gratitude 
which marked the first yetir or two of tlie Po]>e’8 reign. His more 
conservative advisers foresaw what eventually took place. A people 
absolutely unused to liberty for cenluries, having the door o])ened 
which led to Hclf-governmciit, could no more be controlled in their 
movements than the sea tides. . . . Tlie right of forming associa- 
lioim and clubs and all the paraphernalia of popular liberty came 
rapidly to the front; the press, for wliich the utmost freedom was 
claimed, at first reft'rining, became satirical and finally suljvcrvve ; and 
all the rest of the abuses growing out of liberty presented ihcmflelves 
in rapid succession.’ 

Tho Pope’s reforms were marred by one constant and 
complex defect. They were all half-measures, hampered by 
conditions which nevertheless were not enforced. Exactly 
a month after his election Pius made his first plunge by 
issuing au amnesty for political offences on July 10, 1846. 
But it was couditioiial on recognition of error and signature 
of the following formula : 

‘ I recognise the reception of a singular favour in the generous and 
spontaneona paidon conceded to me i)y the indulgence of the Supreme 
Pontiff Pius IX , my legitimate sc»vercign, tor all the part I have taken, 
in whatever manner, in the aitempta which h*ive disturbed public 
order and attacked the ligitiiiiate uiitlinrity constituted in his temporal 
dominions. I promise (Si my word of honour not to abuse in any 
manner or at any time tiie sovereign clemency, and I give my pledge 
to fulfil faithfully all the duties of a good and lo}'aI subject.' 

Of the numerous political prisoners and exiles only a 
handful, among whom were Mamiaui and Pepoli, refused to 
sign. Nevertheless they were allowed to return from their 
exile, and even before long to hold high office. 

In August the nomination uf a Liberal Secretary of State 
was regarded as au earnest of further progress. But who is 
this Liberal Secretary ? It is Cardinal Gizzi, a good and 
kind old man, of nearly ninety years of age! Not a time ot 
life that promises very rapid progress. Nevertheless, in 
March 1847, he relaxed the censorship of the press, and on 
April 14 instituted a Council of State, better known as 
the ‘Consulta,’ from which laymen were not necessarily 
excluded. Yet, in the state of men’s minds in 1847, even 
these slow steps gave general satisfaction, and, on tlie 
anniversary of the Pope’s election, the populace burst into 
demonstrations of enthusiasm. But their noisiness was 
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thought ularniitig, and six days later was issued an edict 
forbidding such assemblages. Thenceforward the popularity 
of cardinals and of ‘ Consulta ’ was gone, and the mob began 
to shout ‘ Viva Pio Nono solo! ’—‘ Long live Pius IX. only ! * 
The formation of a citizen guard on June 30—an important 
step towards democracy in all the revolutions of that time— 
led to Gizzi’s resignation. 

Mcaiiwliile'Metternich saw cle.arly what must follow, and 
made a pretext of some local disturbance to occupy Ferrara 
on July 27. This roused the national sentiment of the 
Romans, and the irritation which the Pope showed at 
Austrian interference made him for the time appear to be 
a champiou o,f Italian independence. The spirit of the 
moment inspired Mazziui to address to Pius an impassioned 
appeal to put himself at the head of a movement which 
should regenerate at once the’Papacy and Italy, religion 
and politics, 

‘ to become, after so many c.-ntuiies of doubt and corruption, the 
apostle of eternal truth ; to sacrifice himself in order that the will of 
God might be dune in earth .-is it is in heaven; to ask himself in every 
diflicuity, not “ Will the princes of this uurld disujprove, will their 
ambassadors present notes and protests ? ” butIs this tiling just or 
unjust; true or a lie ; the law of man or the law of God 
Unite Italy, y our fatherland. We will raise up around you a nation over 
whose free developemuut you shall jircside. We will found a govern 
ment unique in Europe, th.-il shall put an end to the absurd divorce 
between the spiritual and the temporal po^yer. . . . Fear not ex¬ 
cesses on the iKirt of the peojilc. The people commit no excesses 
unless left to their own infamises without a guide whom they venerate. 

. . . Then, under your flag, would be gained uu immense result, at 
ouce ])olitiual and moral, because Italy’s new birth under the a:gis uf a 
religious ideii, under the sbindard nut uf rights but of duties, would 
outstrip all revolutions in foreign lands, and j>laee Italy immediately 
at the head of European progress, and because it lies in your hands to 
make these two terms, God and people, too often and too fatally dis¬ 
joined, arise all at once in fair and holy harmony to direct the fate of 
the nations.’ 

Of this letter Mr. King siiya that it was written ‘ in too 
' transparent flattery, and was far from expressing Mazziui’s 
‘ permanent feelings.’ No doubt the feelings were not 
'pernfanent, but for the moment they were sincere. It is 
true that at a later date Mazzini seems to have been 
ashamed uf any symptom of enthusiasm for Pius IX., and of 
his own misapprehension of the possibilities of the situation, 
even hinting (in 1856) that the letter had been written 
with some hidden motive, ^ with a different object, which 
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‘ was attained, but of which there is now no need to speak.' 
But on the rery^sairie day on which he penned the epistle, 
September 8, 1817, he writes to Giuseppe Lamberti: 
* lu a moment of expansion and youthful illusion I have 
‘ written a long letter to Pius IX., pointing out to him what 
‘ he could and should do; it will be thrown into his carriage 
^ within twelve days at .the latest.’ Its only effect seems to 
have been to frighten Pius, who nevertheless continued in 
his mild reforms. On November 24 was installed the newly 
organised municipality of Rome, and finally, on December 30, 
an edict was issued establishing a council of ministers on 
the modern plan, to be composed of* nine heads of depart¬ 
ments. But all the nihe posts wei’C to be held by-ecclesiastics ! 
And this, although the Great Powers had, so long ago as 
1831, advised that a share of higher offices should be given 
to laymen ; although Pellegrino Rossi, who enjoyed Pius’s 
confidence, had urged again and again that the possibility 
of moderate I’oforiu and escape from revolution hinged on 
this change. This, he said, was ‘ the knot of the question.’ 
Again half measures, and again the restrictions are thrown 
overboard under pressure of circumstances. In six weeks’ 
time Pasolini and Sturbinetti, laymen, are admitted to 
office. But much had happened in those^ weeks. 

Oil January 1, 1848, the populace jirepared to go in 
procession to the Quirinal, as a demonstration of gratitude 
to the Pope fur his concessions. But Pius had been annoyed 
by a petition, presented on December 27, which craved the 
expulsion of the Jesuits. Re had nfi intention of grant¬ 
ing it, and would not ajipear. Yot he gave way to signs of 
popular dissatisfaction, and, notwithstanding the previous 
summer’s prohibition of assemblages, went out on the 
following day, pai'adiiig the streets in his carriage, while 
Ciceruaccbio followed him in another, with a placard 
bearing the words; * Holy Father, justice! The people 
‘ ore with you ! ’ 

All the tinder of rio(> and revolution was there, and 
seemed only to wait for the spark. Yet when the sparks 
came, flying fast enough from the risings of Palermo on 
January 12, of Paris on February 24, and of Vienna on 
March 13, the tinder did not ignite. The reason seems 
to have been that the news of each of these conflagrations 
wrung from the Pope wider liberties, which deferred the 
fatal hour for some months to come. Thus Palermo was 
followed by the admission of the laymen Pasolini and 
Sturbinetti to office; Paris by the formation, on March 10, 
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of a ministry comprising Faiini, Minghotti, Sturbinetti, 
Pasolini, and others, and by the grant 0 / a constitution 
on March 14; Vienna, by the decision to send the army 
to the frontier. Half measures again! The ministry of 
March 10 was presided over by Cardinal Antonelli. The 
legislative power of the chambers under the constitution 
was reduced to a shadow by the control of the College of 
Cardinals. As for the war policy, it was the outcome of 
misapprehensions, and led to the most fatal of all the 
misunderstandings between Pius and his Liberal subjects. 

The Nationalist aspirations of the latter, and the Pope’s 
resentment at the Austrian occupation of Ferrara, united in 
a stream of sufficient force to ensure the despatch of the 
troops. The Holy Father blessed the flags before their 
departure. But the aims of the war party, who wished to 
join Piedmont in expelling the Austrians from Italy, were 
very divergent from those of Pius, who was only anxious to 
prevent any encroachment on Papal territory. Accordingly 
General Durando marched under orders not to cross the 
frontier, unless to occupy Eovigo, to which place there were 
some Papal claims of old standing, and when he addressed a 
proclamation to his troops on April 5, saying ‘ the Pope 
‘ had blessed their arms, which, united to those of Charles 
‘ Albert, would move in concord with them to the exter- 
‘ mination of the enemies of God and Italy,’ Pius took it 
very ill, and expressed his displeasure in the allocution of 
April 29. War with Austria he declared to be ‘wholly 
‘ abhorrent from the counsels of oue who regarded and 
‘ loved with equal aflection all peoples, races, and nations.’ 
Such a manifesto at this critical moment could not but 
alienate the moderate Nationalists, and exasperate the 
Badicals. It raised a wall of separation between the Pope 
and all who were working for independence. From that 
day Pius lost the influence with his own subjects, and 
with the whole Italian people, which he bad gained as 
the seeming champion of nationality. Tet his previous 
attitude made it impossible for him to pose with any eflect 
to the Catholic world as ‘ equally the father of all 
‘ Christians.’ When, on May 5, he addressed a letter to 
the Emperor of Austria, inviting him ‘ to change into 
‘ useful relations of friendly neighbourhood a domination 
‘ which could not be noble or happy when maintained by 
‘ the sword,* the ill-timed appeal /ell upon deaf ears. And 
now came the nemesis of vacillation. The first orders to 
Durando had prevented any effective assistance to Piedmont, 
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but the despatch of the troops irritated Austi'ia, and their 
subsequent pariicipatiou in the campaign gave her a 
pretext, of which she took advantage, to again invade tlie 
States of the Church and enter Bologna. 

• The natural and immediate consequence of the allocution 
was the resignation of the niyiistry of March 10. Then 
followed the feeble administrations of Mamiani and Fabbri, 
and, finally, in September, tlie reins of power were entrusted 
to Count Pellegrino Rossi, who united in his own person the 
Treasury and the Ministry of the Interior. 

Rossi was not a Roman, having been born at Carrara. 
At Bologna, where he studied, he followed the i)rofession of 
the law, until, in 1815, the part which ho played in Mur<at*s 
ambitious designs upon the crown of* Italy drove him into 
exile at Genova. TJiere he filled the chair of Roman law, 
took an active part in Swiss politics, and drafted a new 
federal constitution, which, although not accepted, formed 
the basis of the constitution as eventually revised. Thence 
he passed to Prance, became professor of political economy, 
and afterwards of constitutional law in the College of 
France, until M. Guizot sent him as envoy to the Pope in 
1845, entrusting him with negotiations for the suppression 
of the Jesuits in France. 

Such had been the distinguished career of the statesman 
who now took up the difficult, if not impossible, task. 
Then, as now, the troubles of Italy were fully as much 
administrative as political, and Rossi at once turned his 
energies to administrative reform by suppressing the 
Ministry of Police, and uniting its functions to those of his 
own office, lie was the stamp of man who in different and 
quieter times might have proved the Stein of Italy. Among 
his measui'es were reform of the army; discipline and 
purification of the public offi(;e8; financial reforms so con¬ 
ceived as to gradually curb the power of the ecclesiastics by 
throwing upon them a fair share of taxation; even a 
scheme for the relief of the exchequer out of their huge 
properties ; suppression of tlie sanguinary conflicts between 
‘ Gregoriani ’ and ‘ Piani,* and the restoration of order in 
the streets, and extermination of brigandage in the country, 
by the formation of a numerous corps of gendarmes. 

All these things were good in themselves, but almost all 
were untimely. They only increased the general dislike of 
Rossi, already aroused by his non-Roman origin, by his 
former service under Louis Philippe, by the reserve and 
cold aloofness of his manner, and by the contempt which he 
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too plainly showed for clerical obscurantists and blatant 
demagogues alike. He offended vested interests of every 
kind. His policy in Church matters found few supporters 
besides the Pope himself, whose personal confidence he 
enjoyed. His Protestant wife; his earlier works, whi<ft 
were on the Index; his threatening attitude towards 
ecclesiastical immunities, earned for him the hatred of the 
TJltramontanes, while the inflexibility of his Liberal-Oon- 
servative opinions, and his frank support of the Papacy as 
‘ the one good thing left to Italy/ ensured the hostility of 
the Radicals. In marked coiitriiat to his predecessors, who 
had fawned upon the mob, Rossi launched scathing sarcasms 
at the demagogues, who fancied that, in his efforts to 
purify and strengtheivadmiiiistration, lie was aiming at the 
restoration of absolutism, and his Jesuit enemies for their 
own purposes iutlained these suspicions. 

Tliere was a general sense that a crisis was approaching 
when the chambei's reopened on November 15. Rossi had 
been warned that his life was in danger, but his proud 
coxirage flinched not. As he descended from his carriage at 
the entrance of the Palazzo della Oaxn^elleria, lie is said to 
have returned the menacing looks and groans of the crowd 
with a glance of withering contempt. But, as ho was pro¬ 
ceeding to mount tlie staircase, a sudden stab in the throat 
from an unknown baud laid him low. Thus died foully an 
aristocrat in soul, a Liberal by conviction, while the mean 
and jealous deputies within feigned to treat the death of 
the too superior ‘ foreigner ’ as a matter of no consequence. 
‘What is all this fuss about?’ exclaimed the Prince of 
Canino; ‘ is it the King of Rome that is dead ? ’ Stnrbiiietti, 
the President, proceeded to open the session without the 
slightest allusion to the tragedy, and the sitting was ad¬ 
journed only because there was not the necessary quorum of 
members present. 

‘ Who assassinated Pellegrino Rossi? ’ was for many years 
‘ a political rather than a criminal question.’ The net 
result of recent researches, the latest of which are subse¬ 
quent to the publication of any of the three books under 
review, seems to prove that the hand which struck the blow 
was the hand of Ciceruacchio’s son, Luigi Brunetti; that 
the murder was planned by several conspirators, of whom 
Sterbini was probably one, while the number of those who 
knew of the plot beforehand must have been considerable. 

The &ta] consequences of this, the vilest—indeed, the 
only very vile—deed that blots the fair fame of the Liberals 
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of 1848, were obscured for a time by the shortlived 
brilliancy of the liepublic. The immediate result of the 
aesassination was to throw Pius completely into the power 
of his most bigoted advisers. On the night of November 24, 
disguised as a simple priest, he*fled to Gaeta, where he put 
himself under the protection of ^Ferdinand of Naples. The 
Pope’s flight left Koine entirely in the hands jof the Kadi* 
cals. A constituent assembly was elected, wliich met on 
February 5, 1849, and, after four days’ debate, decreed the 
abolition of the temporal power, proclaiming pure democracy 
as the form of government with ‘the glorious name of 
‘ Koman Republic.’ 

Foreign iniervtmtion was, of course, a foregone conclusion. 
That Francfs and not Austria, took th(; decisive ac'tion was 
the result of the vicissitudes of French politics, and of the 
personality of Louis Napoleon, but the quarter from which 
intervention came stamped upon the Roman Question the 
special impress which it bore until the year 1870, and was 
fraught with infinite consequences for the future of Italy. 
We cannot follow the fortunes of tlie Republic during her 
forlorn struggle with the power of France. But we may ask 
whether such a form of polity could have ]>ermaiuintly 
satisfled the needs of Rome. Could it have continued to 
preserve order, to manage the finances honestly, to avoid 
Jacobin* excesses? Who shall say? We only know that 
the defence was heroic. The Rome of Mazzini and Garibaldi 
was not unworthy in her fall of the Rome of the Scipios and 
the Gracchi, 

• her soldiers fighting to the last extremity, her people vying with each 
other in raaintaining the glorious but unoquMl stniggle, her rulers 
firmly rejecting evory (lishonourahk* compromise or proposiil, and as 
firmly declaring that Italians, and Italians only, had a right to decide 
what should or should not be the govoniment under which they would 
live. Assuredly sucli men are rightly hold to have deserved well of 
their country.’ 

Space forbids us to touch upon the events of 1848 in 
Tuscany or the minor States. With greater reluctance wo 
must turn away from the Sicilian Revolution, which derives 
a certain incidental interest for us, at the end of the 
century, from the fact that one of its chief organisers, 
Francesco Crispi, still lives. It was there, in his native 
island, and at that time, that Orispi’s strong individuality 
begw to affect the course of the fortunes of Italy. 

The first rising to break out, and perhaps with the most 
adequate cause, was that of Palermo on January 12. It was 
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the spark which set half Europe ablaze. Had the British 
Government, which fullj" sympathised with the Sicilians, 
been willing to risk a single ship, instead of confining itself 
to purely platonic friendship, Sicily might then have per¬ 
manently won her liberty and her independence. That she 
did not was well for Italy, which would now have lacked 
the most precious jewel in her crown. Whether it was 
equally well for Sicily is open to grave doubt. 

Long after the stubborn islanders had succumbed to the 
royal forces, and for nearly two months after the fall of 
Borne, the flag of Italian freedom still floated over Venice. 

^ Venice, the pauperised,’ to quote Mr. King, ‘ Venice, the 
‘ careless, the self-indulgent, had redeemed herself by a 
‘ defence of patient heroism, that won for her the admira- 
‘ tiun of Europe.’ She owed her hour of strength to one 
great man. To-day the name of Daniele Manin is not, even 
in Italy, so universally familiar as those of some other 
heroes of the revolution. His career* was short, his stage 
less conspicuous, his opportunities limited. Nevertheless 
he towers head and shoulders above all the men of *48 for 
singleness of aim, for daring courage of purpose and execu¬ 
tion, for the winning but fearless frankness, which rouses 
and sways a fickle multitude, yet remains its master. ^ I 
‘ know that you love me,* he once told those Venetians who 
knew him as their ‘ father,’ ‘ I know that you love me, and 

* by that love I command order.’ For disorder he had ‘ an 

* instinctive repulsion, as for a discord or a deformed face.' 
Without the egotism and intolerance of Mazzini, full of the 
practical wisdom that was lacking to Garibaldi, endowed 
with more popular gifts, more power to stir the enthusiasm 
of the masses than (Javour, he had, in Mr. King’s words, 

* the rarest gifts of statesmanship; he had all Cavour’s 
‘ breadth and accessibility to facts ; his conceptions were as 
‘ hold, his economic view, his standard of morality higher. 
‘ Cavour might sway people by their reason, Manin could 
‘ touch their hearts.’ 

Of course Manin was by preference a Bepublican. What 
traditions, what force of habit, what associations could turn 
his thoughts towards monarchy ? For what dynasty could 
he feel the dimmest spark of sentiment ? Moat of Italy had 
for centuries been accustomed to the sway of a monarch. 
Even Tuscany could take pride of a kind in the splendour of 
her Medicean days, and appreciate the comforts she enjoyed 
under the mild Lorrainer rule; Genoa herself might forget 
her independence in a union to the one patriotic Italian 
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State, but Iiuw could a Venetian Nationalist be anytbinfj 
but a Itepublicaii at heartl> We might us well search for 
Legitimists at Chicago, or seek enthusinsm for parliamen¬ 
tary institutions among the Cossacks of the Don. 

Yet Manin was a statesman as well as a patriot. He 
ch arly saw the great ])oliticiil truth that all forms of 
government are but means to an end, rav svetca 

—a truth that the scales of party blindness liave too often 
concealed from Legitimist and ^dical alike—^a.nd with that 
judicious opportunism which sacrifices the form to gain the 
substance, he lived to ‘ accept the monarchy of the House 

* of Savoy, provided that it concurred hijally and effica- 
‘ ciously to make Italy/ ‘Make Italy,* he wrote from his 
Parisian exile to Palhuvicino, ‘ and we are with you. If not, 
‘ not.’ Italy, he recognised, had * two living forces—Italian 
‘ public opinion and the Piedmontese army.* 

On the 28th of Mav, 1S5G, there appeared in the ‘Times * 
the famous letter in Which Manin denounced the ‘ theory of 

* the dagger/ 

‘ There L uiie great enemy of Italy/ ho wrote, ‘ which the national 
party iiinst contend against without r(!st or 2>anso as without mercy, 
and in tliut contest it will he sii[>ported and seconded by the approbfi- 
lion and applause of the whole of civilised Europe. This great enemy 
of Italy is the doctrine of political assttssination, (tr, in other terms, th(> 
iheorif of the jtGniai iL 

‘ I will not stoji to discuss the morality of the question. I know 
that there are acute di:iloctiGiana who will undertake its defence, and 
among others, and above all others eminent for the exuberance of their 
zeal, of their acuteness and their doctrine, the reverend fathers the 
.Tesuits. But J also know, and as a ])olitical man this sufheas for mo, that 
tlie feelings of ev'ery honest man in Italy and abroad reject, reprove, 
and abominate such a doctrine, the doctrine of destroying human life 
by .acts of treachery, at any time, in any 2»la<'c, and for any motive 
whatever. 

‘ The groat national party in Italy invites to itself, and hopes to 
draw to it, the whole of its people who really love their country, and 
especially the most judicious, the most worthy, and the most respected 
for the unstained honour of their lives. But these men will never 
answer to that appeal unless the national party separate itself solemnly, 
absolutely, and irrevocably from asa-issins. That absolute separation 
is necessary to couciliate the sympathies of Europe, and to gain our 
national cause the rcEq)ect, the veneration, and the afTection which it 
merits. . . . Our hands must be without stain. Let our purity from 
crime be the mark which shall distinguish the noble defenders of our 
country from the suicidid instruments of the enemies of all law. Ours 
shall be the honourable weapons which become noble and truly 

voTi* rxni, NO. cf'nxoTT. r h 
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courageous men, and our duty is to profess and to propagate the 
doctrines of pure and indisputable morality. * 

'£et the theory of assassination be left to tlie Jesuits, and let us 
abandon the poniard to the Sanfedisti.’ 

t 

Although the' letter contains no reference, direct or in¬ 
direct, to Mazziiii, it was nevertheless bitterly resented by 
him, and he replied in terms of much acerbity. We recom¬ 
mend a comparison of the rhetorical egotism of his reply with 
the genuine patriotism of Manin’s language to all who would 
judge between the two men. 

The majority of Eepublicans had come to consider 
Mazzini impracticable, as, indeed, he was after 1849, and 
followed Manin in accepting the programme of union under 
a Nationalist king. 

Of a delicate constitution, Manin did not live to see Italy 
united, or Venice free. He died in Paris on September 22, 
1857, ‘ leaving behind him a name as gutless, both in public 
‘ and private life, as any which adorft the pages either of 
‘ ancient or of modern history.’ 

Neither the revolutionary turmoil of 1848 nor its ultimate 
defeat by the forces of reaction was con&ned to Italy. Vet 
the Italian Liberals paid the heaviest penalty for failure, 
and that not through any greater faults of their own; for, 
although they shared to the full the weaknesses and defects 
which led to the same result in other lauds, it is in them that 
the nobler side of the cataclysmic upheaval is most clearly 
manifested. For it had its nobler aspect, at any rate in 
Italy, an aspect which has not failed to earn our historian’s 
just appreciation : 

‘ Though it fell so short io grip and power, the spirit that made and 
spoilt the revolution had a very beautiful and noble side. The 
sentimentalism had for its obverse an enthusiasm and laith, sweet and 
pure and human, that set its trust in righteousness, that refused to bate 
one jot of its high ideals, that sent men to war with the crusader’s 
1)adge, to lush on Austrian or French bayonets with a prayer on their 
lips, glad to give their lives for Italy.’ 
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Art. VI.—1. Mission en Gappadoce, 1893-94. By B. Chantre. 
Paris: 1898. 

2. Beisen in Kleinasien und Nordsyrien. By K. Humank 
and O. PuCHSTEiN. Berlin : 1890. 

3. Tke Babylonian Expedition 'of the University of Penn¬ 
sylvania. Edited by S. V. Hilpbeoht. Yol. I., parts i. 
and ii. Philadelphia: 1893, 1896. 


^ITE of the most remarkable results of recent exploration 
in Western Asia has been the discovery that, from the 
earliest ages, the influence of Babylonian civilisation ex¬ 
tended far west into Syria and Asia Minor,* preceding in 
these regions by many centuries the temporary influence 
of Egypt. The excavations conducted by M. Chautre in 
Capf^ocia have produced tablets, seals, votive flgures, 
pottery, &c., in abundance, casting much new light on this 
matter; and, though*he had many predecessors in explora* 
tion of this region, his results are among the most important 
obtained sir.ee the recovery of the Amarna tablets in 1887, 
and the German excavations at Samalla in North Syria. 
The history of Greek civilisation, not less than that of the 
Hebrews, is profoundly affected by these discon ries; and 
the influence of Chaldea must be recognised, not only in 
Palestine, but also in Ionia, where the so-called Mycenaean 
or .^gean art appears to have sprung from an Asiatic 
source. 

Without forgetting our obligations to Texier, Perrot, 
Bamsay, Wilson, Hogarth, Hnmann, Puchstein, Davis, and 
others, it may be predicted that the name of M. Chantre 
will stand high in the list of successful explorers itl this 
region. He has travelled widely in Syria, Armenia, and 
Asia Minor, from the Caucasus to the .^gean; and the 
mission with which he was entrusted by the French 
Government in 1893 was most successful. Wherever he 
has gone his diligence has secured a considerable harvest. 
He is an ethnologist and naturalist, rather than one of the 
modern school of professional (and often too narrow and 
dogmatic) archeeologists; and though he possesses only a 
general knowledge of antiquity, and is obliged to submit 
his results to specialists for explanations (sometimes more 
pretentious than sound), the good sense of his personal— 
and very modest—conclusions is as remarkable as his energy 
in travel and his diligence in collecting genuine records. 

The discoveries and explorations of M. Chantre represent 
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Cappadocian cmlisation from at least 2500 b.c. down to 
the time of Justinian. They include the ancient texts and 
sculptures which he, like others, compares with those of 
CliJildea, the early Aryan remains, the Persian, the Greek, 
and the Roman. Broadly speaking, the history of this 
region began with colonisation by Mongols, related to the 
first civiliscdrrace of Mesopotamia, which is usually known 
as Akkadian. About 850 B.r. the Medcs and Scythians— 
whom Sir H. Rawlinson has shown to have been Aryans* 
— displaced these older rulers in the East ; while the 
loniaus, Phrygians, and Lydians, who Avere also Aryans, 
pressed in from the shores of the Hcdlespont till, in the 
sixth century b.c., Creesus ruined tlie cities of the older 
civilised tribes.t The Semitic Babylonians were known in 
Cappadocia at least as early as 2000 b.c. in the character 
of traders, and the Assyi-ians invaded Cilicia and drove the 
Mongols to the North in the ninth century b.c. Cyrus and 
liis successors, following the Medes from the East, esta¬ 
blished the Persian sway in Asia Minor in the sixth 
century b.c., and the Greeks, mingling first with Phrygians 
(from whom, according to Herodotus, the Armenians woi'e 
descended) and with other Asiatic Aryans who had jjre- 
ceded tlicr.i from Europe, displaced the Persian rulers after 
the conquests of Alexander the Great in 3^14 b.c. Perso- 
Greek civilisation continued to prevail, under Roman and 
Byzantine emperors, until the time of Turkish conquest by 
Alp Arslan (10G3 A.n.), which resulted in the permanent 
settlement of a Turkish population in Asia Minor, in spite 
of the Greeks and Armenians who profited by the Crusades. 
The Seljuks liave left many important remains in this 
region, as have the early Ottomans, after the transient 
victory of the Mongols under Timur. We have thus to 
consider in turn—first, the period vaguely called ‘ Pre- 
‘ Hellenic,’ ‘ Proto-Armenian,’ or ‘ Syro-Asiatic ’ by various 
writers, Avhich might better be defined as Kassite or Akka¬ 
dian ; second, the appearance of Semitic traders from 
Babylon: third, the inroads of the Assyrians; fourth, the 
establishment of the Aryans; fifth, the Persian conquest; 
sixth, the Greek domination ; and after these the rule of 
the Romans and of the Turks. Cappadocia shared the 
same history, better known in other regions. It was on the 
southern highway to Ionia from Syria, and along its north 

* Herodotus, 3rd edit. vol. iii. pp. 190, 702; vol. i. p. 202. 

t Tbid. i. 7C. 
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border ran the route which led from Europe to Armenia, 
by which Phryjfians and Armenians advanced eastwards 
before the time of Herodotus. 

Boghaz Kcui (^town of the defile ^ is an ancient site eijst 
of the Halys, on the borders "of I’oiitus, wliich is usually 
supposed to rej)rescnt the Pterium of Herodotus.* Texicr 
and others had discovered, very early, at and near this site, 
the reuiaius of a very old civilisation. This Inis long been 
recognised as being the same found all over Asia Minor, 
North Syria, and even in Assyria, ami it has been called 
^ Hittite/ much as we miglit call the English race ‘ Kentish,^ 
because it is also represented in the ruins of Carcliemisb, 
Merash, Aleppo, and Hamath, or in the wgion where, 
according to the Assyrian and Egyptian records, the 
Hitiites lived between 1700 and 700 n.o. But no previous 
explorer had recovered any texis in tlie peculiar script of 
this race before M. Cbantre at this particular site; ; and to 
those he has added the remarkable tablets in a non-Semitic 
language, wliicli Colonel Conder has recently translated,t 
and which are written in the familiar characters which 
represent the cuneiform of the twelfth century n.o. or later. 
These letters and reports represent the political and social 
conditions of this early Cappadocian rare at the time when 
they were resisting the inroads of the Assyrians who, in 
the twelfth century no., coiKjuered the tubes of Syria and 
Southern Armenia under Tiglath Pi loser L, and about 
832 n.c. advanced across the Ainanus under Shalmaneser IE., 
and, driving the Mongols to tlieir northern plateaux, ex¬ 
tended their sway in Cilicia as far as Tarsus, For the 
purpose of Avriting letters it appears, therefore, that the 
Xati tribes had then abandoned their original script in 
favour of cuneiform, and we have two seals much older, ou 
Avhich tlie so-called ‘Hittite’ characters stand side by side 
with Semitic texts in cuneiform. We know also, fi'om two 
letters in the Amarna coliection4 that both the Hittites 
and the Mongols of Matiene (or Armenia) used cuneiform 
in the fifteenth century u.c.; and as the alphabet had 
come into use in Syria at least before 800 n.c. (as shown 
by texts well dated found by the Germans at Samalla), it is 
only natural to conclude with M. Chantre, avIio believes the 
Hitiite texts to have been written between 2500 and 2000 b.c., 
that these inscriptions and the archaic bas-reliefs which 

* Hcrodotua," i. 75. t ‘ Times,’ October 10, 18D9. 

t Noh. 10 and 27, Berlin Collection. 
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they accompany represent an ancient system which was 
gradually superseded by more widely used scripts before 
about 1500 B.G., and an art which can only be compared 
with that of the earliest Mongol race of Chaldea, and 
which is too rude in character to be placed as late as the 
more advanced work of the Assyrians, represented by the 
monuments of Nineveh, 

We learn,' then, that the Kati were a people ruled by 
kings or princes, possessing fortified towns, making use of 
auguries to decide their warlike designs; and also trading 
from at least 2000 b.o., and down to the eighth century 
B.O., with tiie Semitic Babylonian merchants, who travelled 
among them.. In language, customs, physical type, dress, 
and religion they are indistinguishable from their relatives 
in Syria and Armenia, who were called Minni, Uittites, 
Kaska, &c. These tribes- -all of one race—allied them¬ 
selves for resistance against Assyria, but appear to have 
then had no central suprenie authority. Their religious 
system, and the symbolism by which it was expressed, are 
the same found among the Akkadians and Kassites in 
Babylonia; and the names even of the gods were the same, 
as may be seen in the attached list, taken from various 
notices of divine names in cuneiform and other texts : — 


Dettt/ 

IJittite 

Kaasite 

Akkadian 

Meaning 

Jleuven 

Tairku 

Tui'gu • 

Tarum 

‘ High' 

Eiiith 

Ma 


Ma 

‘ Earth ’ 

Sun 

Urn 

Urus 

Eri 

‘ Shilling ’ 

Moon 

Iskltara 


Iskhara 

‘ Light maker ’ 

Water 

Zovo 

Suvu 


* Stream * 

Fire 

Set 


Sit 

‘ Fire ’ 

Air 

Teasub 

Tessub 


Moisture ’ ? 


What is here seen to apply to the names of gods applies to 
many other known words as well, which have been found 
to connect the language of the early inhabitants of Syria 
and Asia Minor with that of the Kassites and Akkadians of 
Mesopotamia. 

Close to Pterium, on the east, is the wonderful rock 
temple of lasili Kaia (* carved stone ’), with its great pro¬ 
cession of figures approaching the two supreme deities of 
heaven and earth—the former, male, and standing on the 
shoulders of men; the latter, female, and erect on a lion— 
as Ma, the ‘ earth ’ goddess of Cappadocia, was represented 
much later. Behind her is the sun-god, also on a lion, and 
two smaller goddesses, borne aloft by the two-headed eagle 
—a peculiarly Mongol emblem. The northern procession of 
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forty-one figures behind the male deity consists mainly of 
men—priests, kings, warriors, and citizens—the southern 
approaching tfie goddess, of seventeen females. In other 
l^-reliefs strange lion-headed figures occur at this shrine, 
and a few emblems in the national script define the civilisa¬ 
tion to which these early sculptures belong. The Assyrians 
were fond of representing their gods standing erect on lions 
in similar manner (as at Samalla, Bavian, dSc ); but these 
representations are in a much later style, and accompanied 
by cuneiform texts. The excavations of M. Chantre at this 
site produced only rude fragments of pottery, and bones of 
domestic animals; but these probably represent ancient 
sacrifices at this early tein^^le. 

At Jflyuk, a little further north, our explorer examined a 
temple of peculiar interest, and proved, by the recovery of 
a few ^ Hittite’ signs, that it belonged -~as has always been 
supposed—to the same class of antiquities. The temple 
gate is Hanked by two colossal sphinxes, somewhat Egyptian 
in character—but it must be remembered that the sphinx 
is also found in Babylonia—and on the side of one of these 
the two-headed eagle is again carved. The bas-reliefs on 
the walls represent again a procession approaching an altaj', 
and briugijig sheep and goats for sacrifice. Here, aii<l else¬ 
where in similar pictures, the priest holds a lituus like 
that of the Roman augurs, while kings are distinguished 
by a sort of club sceptre, whicli is noticed among the 
Hittites in both Egyptian and Assyrian accouuis of wars in 
Syria. 

M. Chantre also added a new instance of this class of 
design, in tlie sculpture found at Fraktiu, west of Comana, 
in southern Cappadocia. In this case—as at Pterium—a 
small temple is represented behind, or above, the figures. 
Fraktiu M. Chantre identifies with the Dastarkon of 
Strabo; and the name may mean ‘ the pass of Mt. Arge,* 
the site being on the river Sarus, S.E. of that remark¬ 
able extinct volcano. A seated king or god is here repre¬ 
sented, with a cup in his liand, and before him is an altar, 
on which an eagle perches. A priest faces this figure, and 
stands pouring a libation ; behind him ore other figures of 
warriors, and seven ‘ Hittite ’ emblems form a short text 
above. The eagle resembles a bird on the rude bas-relief 
of Merash, in Syria, which represents the mother goddess 
and her child. In this instance it is perched on what looks 
like a harp—but might even be a cage—and the altar again 
occurs, while the deity holds a club sceptre- Jupiter, it 
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would thus seeui, was by no means the first deity to be 
accompanied by this royal bird, which also occurs on 
bronze ex votoa found by M. Chautre. The great goddess 
of Cappadocia was still known by her old name, Ma, down 
to Roman times; Oomana the place of Ma ’} and Mazaca 

Ma’s shrine ’) were the old names of Shar and Cccsarea in 
this region. 

Evidence of the early appearance of Babylonian traders 
in Cappadocia had already been collected, by the discovery 
of tablets relating to commercial transactions ; and to this 
collection M. Chantre adds sixteen new instances. They 
are all written in the Semitic language of Bab 3 donia, and in 
cuneiform characters, which must have been penned about 
2000 n.c. They are not as early as the linear forms of 
Chaldea in 2800 n.o., and they are older than those in use 
about 1000 K.c. These letters have for the most part been 
roughly translated by Scbeil; and an earlier example was 
shown, by Mr. T. G. Pinches, to refer to the purchase by 
Babylonians of horses and mules, for which Armenia has 
always been celebrated. Altogether some fifty examples of 
this remarkable corresi)ond(»nce are now known, and Mr. 
Pinches believes that this region was known as Cnsa or Cush,* 
which again connects the native race with the Cushites of 
Babylonia, t Even the name of the father of the earliest 
Chaldean King of LTr, found in a text at Nipi)ur by the 
American explorers, may likewise be rcndoi’ed Cmh ; and, if 
it were 'advisable to give a new title to this Mongol race, 
they might well be called Cushites. 

These tablets relate to the loan of silver, at the rate of 
about 20 per cent, per annum, aud to the purchase of native 
products, including cloths or robes (such as the Assyrian 
kings specially mention in their Syrian and Cappadocian 
spoil lists), leather {galid)^ silver (frt)m the Taurus mines), 
aud tin (though some read lead) ; the cloths were in some 
instances dyed blue, in others they appear to have been 
‘ hand-worked ^ in embroidery, such as is represented on 
royal robes in some of the Hittite sculptures. The patterns 
have even survived to the present day among the Turkish 
peasantry of Asia Minor, whose carpet-making is as famous 
as in the days of St. Paul. Colonel Conder has given, in 
the * Times,’ a translation of one of the longest of tliese 
letters, written by a Semitic trader, who inquires whether 
. he is likely to be well treated by the native race, and to 

* Gen. ii. 13. Akkadiau C7«-srt, ‘ the west,’ t Gen. x 7. 
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make profits by traJe, spite of the cost of obtainiui^ per¬ 
mission to enter tlie country. This represents much earlier 
conditions than those of the period when, as above ex¬ 
plained, the Kati were straggling against the encroach¬ 
ments of Assyria. Probably *also fresh light on ancient 
measures of weight may be gained from these tablets, and 
in one case the ‘ Man ah pf the“West* seems to be noticed 
as being a fifth more than the Babylonian. !^oth in Baby¬ 
lonia and in Syria there was a double system of weights, 
one being half the other; and the Hebrew shekel was a 
fifth lieavier (in both standards) than the Babylonian. The 
Phojnician weights preserved this diflereiice in the sixth 
century n.c., but it is now shown to have distuiguishcd East 
and West as early us 20*>0 n.c. 

Among other remains^ M. Chantre collected pottery and 
e.v voio figures of bronze, and in one case of gold. It is 
always difficult to determine the date of any pottery not 
marked by inscriptions within very wide limits. Ancient 
methods long survived, and the rough work intended for 
the poor is often quite as recent as the more costly and 
better wrought. Some of the pottery foiind is probably of 
Kati origin, sonic appears to be (Jreek. It often closely 
resembles that found by Schliemaiin at Troy and Mycena*, 
and may in these cases have been purchased by the illiterate 
Aryans from the East. The ai’t of Mycemc generally is 
distinctively Asiatic, and the actual objects of gold found 
by the celebrated discoverer of Troy tally most closely with 
the descriptions given in Dusratta^s lists of the jewellery 
and other treasures sent from Armenia as the dower of his 
daughter when she married Ainenophis IV. in the fifteenth 
century n.c.t 1*^*1 iu time the Greeks gieatly improved on 
the models furnished by the art of Asia Minor, and their 
pottery became highly prized. Some of the pottery in 
Cyprus, which has been described as Phomiciaii, and which 
resembles that of Cappadocia, is now known to be Greek 
from the inscriptions, which have been read. 

* One of M. Chanlre’s uiblctM ia written in a cbaracter doscly 
approaching Cypriolic, and apparently re[>i*csentiiig the latest known 
* Hittite/ Some sixty emblems are repeated, and tlie text is thirty- 
nine lines long. This Is the lirst known insUmcc of a llittitc tablet 
in native characters on brick, and it is probably at least as old as 
2000 B.c- It appears to record conquests in this region by Tarkon- 
tinime, of Gozan, a king already known from a cuneilbnn text, found 
on u rock sculpture near Ctesarea in Cappadocia, representing his 
victory, Sec ‘Times,’ October 21, 

t tSee Aiuariia letters, Nos, 25 and 20, Berlin Collection. 
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The custom of suspending small metal figures in the 
temples as ex votos, or of burying figures of the gods under 
the foundations of temples and palaces, or of placing them 
in tombs as amulets, is of remote antiquity and common to 
many races. But most of the figures found by M. Ohantre 
are distinguished by the peculiar costume worn by the 
Uittites, Kati, and other tribes of the same race, and though 
not inscribed they may safely be classed as of Mongol 
origin. Most of the human male figures are beardless. 
Some wear the honied headdress found on Hittite as well 
as on Assyrian representations of gods. The female figures 
recall those of Etruria and Cyprus, as well as of Babylonia. 
One of the most remarkable represents a man riding what 
looks like a mule and holding a hawk, but horses are clearly 
represented in otiier casus, as is also the falcon used (as it 
still is by Arabs) to hunt gazelles or deer in conjunction 
with hounds. The bird is shown perched on the deer’s 
head, and is still trained thus to hinder its Might from the 
dogs. One remarkable design, perhaps the top of a standard, 
shows a man struggling w'ith what M. Chantre supposes to 
be a horse, but which perhaps (on account of the paws and 
tail) is, in sjiite of its long neck, meant to be a lion, re¬ 
calling the cumiiion group of the hero and lion, which is 
found in Babylonia centuries before Greek representations 
of the Nemean victory. 

Jt has long been known that the Egyptians, after their 
conquest of Syria about 1600 n.(!., extended their iufinence 
to Cilicia. The land of Alasiya or Elishah, noticed in the 
Amarna letters, appears to have been near Tarsus. It was 
reached in ships from Egypt in the fifteenth century b.c., and 
copper was thence imported. The cartouche of Ratneses II. 
is said to have been cut on the famous statue of Ma at 
Mount Sipylos, far west in Lydia (though this is disputed), 
and M. Chantre has found in Cappadocia two Egyptian 
scarabtei and two small figures which in attitude and dress 
are distinctively Egyptian. He also found a signet on 
which is represented a woman (whom he calls an Eve) 
seated by a tree with a serpent behind it, recalling a famous 
Babylonian design which represents both a man and a 
woman (or a god and goddess) plucking the fruit of the 
palm with a serpent rising behind the woman. In this and 
many other instances it seems clear that Babylonian legends 
were of Mongol rather than of Semitic origin. 

The existence of three civilisations, native, Babylonian, 
and Egyptian, in Cappadocia before 1000 B.o. has thus been 
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proved, but the Aryans do not as yet appear on the scene. 
That the native race was the same to which the Hittites of 
Syria belonged may be considered as now generally acknow¬ 
ledged by scholars. That the^ were of the same Mongol 
race found in Chaldea there is every reason to believe. 
Their language was -certainly not Semitic, nor does it 
appear to have been AryjLn. All the best esti^blished words 
found in personal names or otherwise recognised are of 
Mongol, and ev<m more particularly of Turkish type, and 
show no resemblance to the Aryan vocabularies; and it is 
evident that if HIttite inscriptions in a tnown character 
(the cuneiform) can be read so as to make sense in the 
Akkadian or Kassite language, they cannot be Aryan, for 
the whole genius and idiom, the grammar and phonology of 
these dialects, are entirely irreconcileuble with the features 
of Aryan inflected speech. Or. S*iyce has therefore been 
right in connecting the new Kati texts with the language 
of Mitanni (Matiene), of which we have an example in 
Dusratta’s great letter of TjOU lines,* and in calling the 
Hittites Mongols, though he has not translated their texts. 
Sir H. Uawlinson devotes several valuable notes, in thii 


standard edition of lT(*rodotus, to the nationalities of 
Western Asia, He shows the Modes and Scythians on the 
one hand, the Lydians and Phrygians on the other, to have 
been Aryans; but he classes the early inhabitants of Asia 
Minor and Armenia, Cappiulociaiis, Moscdii, Tablai, Ala- 
rodians, &c., as Turanians, that is to say, Mongols, with 

the Akkadians, Sumerians, and Kassites. Hecent dis¬ 

covery has confirmed his conclusions, which have been 
accepted by all those who have given special study to the 
question. He states that the Etruscans, who emigrated 
early from Lydia,t were not Aryans, and Dr. Isaac Taylor 
has shown in a special work, by study of their numerals and 
of other known Etruscan words, that they too hi Italy 

belonged to the same race with the Kati, who survived 


until finally overthrown by Orcesua and by the Scythian 
invaders soon after the Mongols of Eastern Armenia had 
been destroyed by the Assyrians and superseded by the 
Medes. 


The earliest evidence of the existence of the Western 


Aryans in Asia Minor is found in the so-called' Phrygian 
inscriptions, of which there are very few. M. Chautre has 


* Amarna tablets, No, 27, Berlin Collection, 
f Herod, i. 94. 
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lidded two fine examples of this language, which is written 
ill an eai'lj alphabet akin to the Greek, and which has been 
thought to date back as far as 800 b.g,, though this date is 
perhaps somewhat too early. He publishes a learned treatise 
by De Saussuro on these texts, but the writer does not 
attempt to read them. The Phrygians were European 
Aryans, and the texts found' in Phrygia may probably be 
theirs, though the name dues not appear to be recognisable 
in any known case. There can be no real doubt, when the 
terminations and other indications of grammar are con¬ 
sidered that this dialect is Arymi, and closely connected 
with—though also distinct from—Greek. In the new 
examples the name of the lonians may perhaps ho read, 
and they appear to be mortuary texts set up by the sons 
or other relatives of the person in whose honour they were 
carved.* 

Intermediate between the iieriod of eoncpiest by Gyges 
and Croosus and the later age of Alexander, comes that of 
domination by the Medcs and Persians, of which there are 
many known remains in Asia Minor. M. Chaiitrc has 
published a number of Persian cuneiform tablets, which 
have been regarded (for various reasons) as forgeries,! but 
which may still prove to be geiiuiiic. The name Darius, and 
other well-known words, are clearly legible, and a fine seal 
from the same region % has been published, which shows the 
same chaviacters, with the well-known Persian name Mithra- 
data. Why Dr. Sayce regarded this first as * Hittite,’ and 
then as a forgery, is not clear. The work in the design is 
far too delicate and original to be the production of a modern 
forger. But we do not depend on this evidence alone ; for 
the coins of the later Perso-Greek age, when, after the great 
defeat of Persia at Issns, Greek population swarmed over 
into Asia, are found in Cappadocia, while further west the 
Lycian language, written in a distinctive alphabet, was 
early recognised by Grotefend and Itawlinson as connected 

* No. 1 may be read, * Vastlius the <^i eat man, by race an Ionian, 
akin to Zeus.’ No. 2, ‘ To Otos, f-*on of Voles, who was horn a citizen 
of the Ionian city Antioch in Asia, this his sons have inscribed.’ 

t With one exception these tablets appear legible in Persian, though 
not translated in M. Chantre’a volume. 'J'hree of them apficar to bo 
letters, in the name of ‘Darius, King of Kings, son of llystaspes,’ 
appointing provincial governors; a fourth, also of official character, 
may prove to be from an Antiochus. 

t Proceedings of the Society of Biblical Arcliecology, Ntwomber 2, 
1897, p. 301. 
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with Porsian,* and it ai)pears to represent the speech of the 
Modes who, under the elder Uarpagus, took Xanthus in 
545 the extant texts however being a centur}** and 

a half later than this date. Iji Cappadocia the Medes ap¬ 
peared as early as 050 n.c., when King Fharnaspes is 
mentioned, who married Atoysa, sister of Cambyses, the 
great-grandfatlier of Cyr«s. Strabo mentions. Persian gods 
(Fa/tma» and Aninidaf and Anahita) in Cappadocia, and the 
later calendar of this region gives Persian month names. 
Probably the small bronzes found by M. Chantre, which 
represent the Indian humped ox, may bel6ng to this age; 
and near Ciesarea {Mazaca) lie collected a great number of 
coins—both silver sind bronze- including, besides those of 
Antiochus Energetes, Orinisdas and Tigranes, others of 
Ariarattes III. and Ariobarzanes L Such Persian names of 
the pre-Koman peri ul are very distinct in character from 
those of the earlier Kati, which recall no Arvan known 
names at all. 

We may glance for a inonient at the later Greek and 
Itoman r?n.aiii8 of the region, beyond which period M. 
Chantre's researches do not extend, though the beautiful 
early Ottoman buildings in Persian style, which Mr. Hogarth 
has described, show us at a much later jieriod the Mongol 
Turk restored to power, yet borrowing his civilisation from 
the Aryans who had, in old days, learned all they knew 
from his true ancestors the Kati, and from the Phoenicians, 
long befoi’e they came into contact with Babylonia—-the old 
home of both Kali and Phceiiiciaii culture. The art of 
Mycenfc and JEgina was Asiatic, and the Greeks of the 
latter island city used the same weights which were used in 
Babylon. But when the current turned again east, and the 
generals of Alexander set up petty kingdoms in Asia Minor, 
it was Persian rather than Babylonian civilisation which 
they encountered. After Eumenes had reigned a few years 
in Cappadocia a dynasty of Persians, descended from the 
royal family, succeeded, and lasted from Ariarattes HI. for 
more than two centuries, until the kingdom of Armenia was 
established by Tigranes, son-in-law of the great Mithridates 
of Pontus. Thus until Pompey’s conquest iu C5 n.(\, 
Cappadocia, like Pontus, was more Persian than Greek in 
culture; and these kings quite possibly continued to use 

* See the study of this laaguuge in the * Journal of the Royal 
Asiatic Society/ October 18912, 

t Herod, i. 176. 
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Persian cuneiform, side by side with the Greek lettering of 
their coins; for in Babylon the old characters were still 
employed even after the Christian era. The seq*! above 
mentioned might be that of the celebrated Mithridates lY. 
of Pontus; * and some of the tablets found by M. Chantre 
may belong to this same period—the fourth and down to the 
iirst centuries b.o. 

The most remarkable monument of this mingled Greco- 
Persian style is however found rather further east, at Nimrud 
Dagh, above Samosata, near the Euphrates in Armenia. 
The huge statues built up of masonry, with well-carved 
heads—the heads alone be'ng six feet high—are Persian in 
character. The accompanying bas-reliefs are partly Per¬ 
sian, partly in ill-copied Greek stjle. The Antiochus of 
Oommagene, wl^o built this shrine shortly before Pompey’s 
conquest, calls himself a ‘ lover of Greece,’ and writes his 
long inscriptions in Greek. His family was an oflTshoot of 
the great house of Seleucus ; but among the gods whom he 
invokes in Greek speech are Ahura-mazda and Mithra of 
Persia, whom he worshipped side by side with Zeus. 

The Bomaus in Western Asia generally, accepted the 
Greek civilisation which preceded them. The language of 
literature and of trade alike was Greek, and the number of 
Latin inscriptions is very small as compared with the Greek 
official, religious, or funerary texts of the Roman age in Asia 
Minor or in Syria. Roman architecture equally borrows 
from Greek in these regions, and the origin of the division 
of the Roman Empire is found in the essentially Greek 
character which the Asiatic provinces maintained. But the 
various elements of population were, as we have seen, 
numerous, and the old worship of Ma continued in Roman 
times. Strabo describes her sanctuary at Comana in 
Cappadocia, and the institution of the * temple girls,’ which 
was probably of Mongol origin—a peculiar morality common 
among Turanian races and still existing in Japan, of which 
we re^ not only in Babylonia and Phoenicia, but ^so in 
Lydia f and Etruria. 

As time went on new elements of race appeared among 
the early Christians (of whom a few texts are found in 
Phrygia, besides many that are doubtful) and the Jews, of 
whom also inscriptions in Greek have been discovered by 


• About 240-190 b,c. The text reads probably Mithradata Otriu, 
* Mithridates the Fourth/ 
t Herod, xii. 13. 
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Ramsay. The inscription of Asbolus (Yaslmb-el), who left 
money for * buroing the papoi on the customary day,* belongs 
to aboat^the third centur^^ a.d. The name is Jewish, and 
Asbolus belonged to a guild dyers—a common Jewish 
tlade. The ‘ papoi * were perhaps ‘ woollen * objects burnt 
at the tomb—a custom still preserved by Jews in the East; 
and the supposed allusion^iu this and in other*texts of this 
region to Christian societies appears to be unfounded, 
though there is no doubt of the very early spread of Chris¬ 
tianity in Cappadocia, Phrygia, and Poutus. 

The Semitic race existed, as we have seen, in Cappadocia 
by 2000 B.c. Ill the fifteenth century b.o. the Princes of 
Elishah (or Cilicia) wrote to Blgypt in a Sefnitic dialect. 
The coins of Tarsus at a later period bear Phcenician texts, 
and the same race is believed by Renan and others to have 
still existed in this south part ol Asia Minor in the days of 
the Apo^les, This, it may be noted, casts a remarkable 
light on a passage in the New Testament* which has not so 
far been explained. At Lystra, north-west of Tarsus, the 
natives, who took the Apostles for gods, called Barnabas 
* Dios,* and Paul ‘ Hermes,* in the " speecii of Lycaonia.’ 
They apparently misunderstood the Apostles* names, and 
rendered the first Jhtt-Nebo, ‘ son of the god Nebo,* while 
Paul became Bui —the name of a Phoenician deity which 
frequently occurs on Palmyrene texts of the same centurj*^. 
The population of these regions —Semitic, Aryan, and Mori- 
gol~^ews, Greeks, Persians, and aborigines, was as mixed 
in Paul’s time as it is now, when the Aryan Greeks and 
Armenians live among Jews, Turks, Tartars, and Mongol 
Lazis from the Caucasus, as described by M. Chantre. 

The latest ruins which this explorer describes belong to 
the Roman age, including the fine baths of Baravenn—pro¬ 
bably of Justinian’s time—and the eiirlier temples, palaces, 
and theatres of Cotnana. It may be noted iu passing that 
some of the smaller buildings, which he calls temples, are 
clearly family tombs, sucb as are found also in Syria with 
texts showing them to have been erected during tlie life of 
the owner.f M. Chantre himself found funerary texts in 
the examples which he describes, one erected by the senate 
and people of Csesarea Hieropolis (the older Mazaca), to 
Marcus (JlpiaB Valerius Cornelias, and another for him¬ 
self and his wife Euphemia, by a certain Eutyebes. Both 


* Acts xiv. 12. 

t See * Edinburgh Keview,' No. 371, January 1895, p. 216. 
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of those arc in (jlreek, though the uaino hi the tirst case is 
Koiuaii. 4. 

Oar author’s conclusions from his evidence are sensible, if 
not as definite as the translations of the Kati texts allow. 
He supposes the ‘ Hittite ’ monuments to be older thafl 
Jensen and others have thought, and to belong to an age 
earlier than tliat of the Egyptian conquest of Syria (about 
160(> B.c.). He concludes that this race came from the 
East, and even suggests that Sargon of Ur was their leadcr. 
This, of course, is speculative, as we do not know exactly how 
far Sargon I. pushed his conquests, though he is said to have 
reached the Meditorrancau. The later Babylonians believed 
him to have lived about 3800 b.o., and he probably belonged 
to the Akkadian race. By about 2000 b.o. he was deified, 
and is mentioned as a god on Semitic seals, and bricks, and 
bas-reliefs of that age. M. Chantre quotes the opinion of 
Col. Conder that this race was of Mongol stock, and attri¬ 
butes to Dr. Sayce the discovei'y that they were not Semitic, 
which had, however, been shown as early as 18(50 by Chabas. 
He considers the peculiar type of their features to he still 
observable in Armenia, which is only natural as, in addition 
to the Turkisli peasantry, he himself speaks of the Lazis 
and other Tartars whom he met. The Armenians them¬ 
selves have probably a strong infusion of the old Mongol 
blood in their veins, which accounts for their using the 
Turkish instead of the Armenian language. There is much 
evidence on this question which he does not mention, and 
the symbolism of the monuments, the physical type and 
dress of the figures on bas-reliefs and seals, the language, 
and the history, alike clearly connect the aboriginal civilisa¬ 
tion of Cappadocia with that of the Kassitesand Akkadians. 
The evidence is constantly increasing, and even since the 
publication of Col. Conder’s recent work on the subject * 
several new texts have been published, including a fine 
cylinder signet of very Babylonian design hut with a very clear 
Hittite inscription. It represents (as do others) the sacrifice 
of a king by a stream, while a pillar has been erected behind 
the worshipper. Another bas-relief, from near Malatiya in 
Armenia, again gives a picture of sacrifice by two persons, 
with a text in three lines. Thus, including the new dis¬ 
coveries of M. Chantre, we possess some forty texts of various 
lengths, and upwards of fifty seals, with Hittite inscriptions. 
They occur as far east as Nineveh, and as far west as the 


* The ITittitos and tboir Langunge. London: Blackwood, 1898t 
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shores of the ^geati; as far north as Poiitus (where also Ma 
was worshipped^accordin^ to Strabo), and as far south as 
Hamath and perhaps Damascus. In the ruins of Lachish, 
west of Hebron, a Hittite seal has been found in connexion 
with others of the eighteenth iSgyptian dynasty, reminding 
us that, in the days of Amraphel and Abraham (or about 
2100 n.c. at latest) there, was a Hittite settlement among 
the Amorites of Hebron (Geu. xxiii. 8). 

Something has already been said of the symbolism of 
these very ancient monuments, which is practically the same 
found in Babylonia. Besides the eagle, the'sphinx, and the 
lion-headed god, with tlie deities standing on lions, we find 
the winged Sun commonly shown on these ba^-rcliefs. At 
Ibreez in Lycaonia we have a gigantic deity, holding corn 
and grapes in his hands, and wearing a cap with horns—as 
on the ej* voion above mentioned—which recalls the repre¬ 
sentation of Bel in Assyria. The llittites were also fond of 
introducing winged figures; and the naked Istar holding her 
breasts (a common Uabyloniaii Dgure) is represented at 
Carchemisli \v*th wings, llepresuiitations of Ma, the "Earth 
‘ Mother,’ occur at Mcrash, where she holds the infant Sun- 
god on her knees, at JiJyuk, aud far away west at Mount 
Sipylos. In all castes the gods seem to be represented as 
much larger than their human worshippers. 

The physical type represented is similar to that of the 
Akkadians, as found at Tell Loli, and it recalls the Etrus¬ 
can. Dr. Isaac Taylor points out tlie Mongol chaiiicter of 
Etruscan faces and figures. Dr. Birch said the same twenty 
yeai’s ago of the Uittites. The prominent nose, receding 
forehead and chin, beardless face, and slanting eyes recall 
the pure Taitar type of to-day. The llittites, Kati, &c., 
wear pigtails—also a Tartar fashion—and beards are allowed 
only to ancient gods and kings; for, as Dr. Beddoe reinai*ks, 
the Tartar beard remains scanty until late in life. 

The high conical cap, which was also worn by Etruscans, 
was a distinctive Turkish dress down to the present century 
in Asia Minor. The curled-up toe of the boot is less distinc¬ 
tive, since even the Jews are represented wearing it on the 
‘ Black Obelisk.’ The very archaic character, both of these 
sculptures and of the accompanying hieroglyphic emblems, 
cannot be reconciled with any theory of late date for such 
monuments. It is the character of the oldest Akkadian 
sculptures, and of the oldest ‘ linear ’ emblems, which they 
used about 300U b.c., or earlier. 

At Samalla, the great Phcenician city above the pass 

VOL. cxoi. NO. ocoxon. 1? 
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which leads down to Issus in North Syria, Humann exca¬ 
vated remains of the same class, but found also Phcenician 
inscriptions of the eighth century b.c., and one in Assyrian 
as late as 670 b.g. M. Hal^vy jumped to the conclusion that 
the Hittites were thus proved to be Semitic. But the texts 
are separate, and the writer^ speaks of rebuilding his palace. 
An inspection of Huinann’s photographs shows that the 
sculptures are older and have been re-used. Only one Hittite 
symbol occurs, accompanying a lion-headed god—probably 
Set. The conclusion that all Hittite texts were therefore 
later than 800 B.c. was entirely unwarranted by the facts ; 
and iu 717 B.c. the Hittites were carried away captive to the 
east by Sargon. The finest and most clearly pictorial texts 
lire those of Hamath and Carchemish; those of Cappadocia, 
Armenia, and Ionia are more hastily and irregularly carved^ 
and approacli the later Cypriote forms, the ‘ hieratic * 
developemeiit of the script. The term Kali (‘people of the 
* left hand ’ or ‘ North ’) suggests an extension from the 
south ; and Cappadocia lies north of Syria. It was probably 
not reached until after Syria had been colonised, when the 
Hittites crossed the Euphrates at Carchemish. 

Dif Sayce has lately suggestt^d that this conquest of Syria 
did Jiot occur until the time of Amenophis IV.; and lie dates 
the texts as not older thalh 1400 b.c. He ignores the Bible 
statement that Hittites dwelt in Hebron seven centuries 
earlier, and believes that Hamath was not founded till after 
the fifteenth century B.c. But he seems to forget that the 
Hittites lire noticed in Syria as early as the reign of 
Thothines 1. (probably about 1650 B.c.), and that they were 
tributary to Thothines III. The geographic lists of the 
latter (about 1600 B.c.) mention Hamath, with Kadesh, 
the great Hittite capital (now KetUft) east of Tripoli. 
Thothines lY. also attacked the Hittites of Merash, in the 
extreme north of Syria. In the reign of Amenophis HI., 
according to the Ainarna letters,* Artasumara of Matiene 
was leagued with Hittites, Kassites, and Amorites, who 
attacked Gebal in Syria, and advanced as far south as 
Sidon. All these notices precede the reign of Amenophis IV., 
when Edugamma of Eadesh—probably a Hittite—aided the 
Amorites in their attack on Tyre and on Damascus, f The 


* Berlin Ckillection, Nos. 9, 10, 42; British Museum Collection, 
No. 61. 

t Berlin Collection, Nos. S7,142 ; British Museum Collection, Nos, 
30, 46, 64, 7fi. 
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people of Matiene, however, were then under Dusratta, 
father-in-law of^Ainenophis lY., and the Kassites were under 
Bumaburias, who was also related to him bj marriage. 
They therefore discouraged this revolt, and even appear to 
have attacked the Canaanites In rear. 

Of the later history it is unnecessary to speak at length, 
because it does not affect thd question of the antiquity of 
the monuments under consideration. The Hittites, by about 
1500 B.C., and the Kati, probably before 1200 b.o., had 
ceased to use their own chara>cter8, and had adopted the 
cuneiform, which was the common script of all Western 
Asia, and even understood in Egypt. The famous treaty of 
Itameses II. with Khetasar of Kadesh, whose daughter he 
married ; the friendly relations -between Mineptah and the 
Hittites in the next reign; their conquest by Tiglath 
Pileser I.; and their ftnal destruction by Sargon in 717 B.o., 
are well known and have often bceii described. It is more 
important to consider the new facts, brought to light at 
Nippur and Tell Loh and Nineveh, respecting the spread of 
the Mongols to the west, before the reign of the great 
Ammurabi—the Amraphel of the Bible—and the question of 
recent proposals for decipherment, which have beeH com¬ 
mended by some writers who have not the necessary special 
knowledge to enable them to judge, and whose opinions 
appear now to have been finally disproved by the discoveries 
of M. Chantre. 

Those who boldly state that we now know of kings called 
by the portentous names Lugal-Zag-gisi and Lugal Ki-gub-ni- 
du-du, and that they lived in Ohnldea about 7000 b.c., can 
hardly have studied the evidence on which such assertions 
rest. These texts, deciphered by Professor Ililprecht, are pro¬ 
bably the oldest yet found in Babylonia; but the proposed 
date is entirely unsupported by eviderce, and they may 
have been written forty centuries later. The first name 
may probably be read ‘ King Sargon,’ and the second is very 
likely not a proper name at all. The Babylonians believed 
Sargon to have been the first ruler who built up a Chaldean 
empire such as these texts describe, and they probably knew 
more about it than we now can learn. 

But, in spite of much loose work of this kind, there is no 
doubt that som^ centuries before the foundation of Babylon 
the Akkadians had reached Syria. Texts from Tell Loh, in 
the time of Dungi (whom the later Babylonians place about 
2800 B.O.), show communication with the west as far as 
Mount Am anus, which overlooks the Gulf of Issus; and 
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Kazalla, which lay near Cappadocia, was then well known 
in Chaldea, as was also the Sinaitic peninsul^. It is possible 
that the Akkadian race had then spread over the whole of 
Palestine. 

Babylon was founded in the twenty-third century b.o., 
and its first kings appear to have been of Xassite race, judg¬ 
ing from the facts, that they worshipped Savu or jSawiw, who 
was a Kassite god, and that at a later period King AguJcalc- 
rivii (as his name is sujiposed to read), who was a Kassite, 
claims descent from the kings of this first dynasty. Their 
chronicle, written in Akkadian, has recently been jmblished 
by the British Museum, and we have texts of Ammisatana 
and Ammizaduga of the same dynasty, also written in 
Akkadian. From the chronicle we learn that Sumuabi, the 
first king of Babylon, entered Syria; and he appears to 
have conquered Aleppo, according to Dr. Sayce. His suc¬ 
cessors all held on to this extension of the empire between 
the Euphrates and the Mediterranean. A text from Nippur, 
which seems to record the reign of the famous Ainmurabi— 
whose conquests in the West arc well known from other sources 
• -speaks of the marriage of his daughter to the Prince of 
Meraah, who was very probably a Hittite. Another text of 
Ammizaduga (about 2(»()0 n.c.), also found at Nippur, seems 
to speak of his conquests as extending to Damascus; and it 
appears clear that, before the victories of Thothmes III., all 
Syria—and perhaps Palestine as well—was dominated by 
the Kassite kings of Babylon, who wrote in the Akkadian 
language, though they had also a large Semitic population 
under them, so that many of Ammurabi’s letters and records 
are in Semitic speech as well. 

The history so recovered agrees, therefore, entirely with 
tlie conclusions of M. Chantre. We have to deal, in treating 
these ancient populations, not with the Aryans but with the 
Mongols, whose first centre was at Ur in Chaldea, and their 
later capital at Babylon. They dominated the Semitic race, 
which, as far as any extant evidence exists, did not attain to 
political impoi'tauce before about 22Ufi b.c. It is clear that 
the Hittites, Kati, and other tribes may be supposed, with¬ 
out violating historical probabilities, to have established 
themselves in Syria and Cappadocia some twenty or thirty 
centuries b.c. ; and the Akkadian language is therefore the 
tongue most likely to be found in their inscriptions. 

Dr. Isaac Taylor was apparently the first to suggest a 
clue to the decipherment of this distinct system, which is 
peculiar to the north and west. He proposed comparison 
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with the syllabary which thh (Ireeks used, in the fifth and 
fourth centuries n.c., in Cyprus, l^gypt, and at Xanthus. 
The emblems are very clearly the later ‘ hieratic ’ forms of 
the Hittito hieroglyphics, and. thus in any Hittito text the 
sounds of some two-thirds of tlie emblems are established. 
It is, of course, no more probable that the Clreeks invented 
this system which only most imperfectly designates the 
sounds of the Greek tongue—than that the Persians invented 
the cuneiform, wdiich they adopted from the older iftongol 
civilisation of Susiana. Dr. Sayce was nt first inclined to 
accept inis principle, but afterwards abandoned it in favour 
of very doubtful speculations. It has been developed by 
Colonel Conder, and it has been accepted Ijy M. Chantre 
as the foundation of decipherment. It is very clear that 
this new system did not include more than some 160 
signs, which constantly recur on all the newly discovered 
texts. This evidently rc'prcsents a syllabary—not an 
ali)habet such as the Phoenicians used, nor a picture or 
‘ ideographic' writing like that of the Chinese. The old 
Akkadian syllabic texts, found at Tell lioh, Nippur, and 
elsewhere, are written with about the same number of 
signs ; and George Smith, some twenty years ago, suggested 
an ultimate connexion between this old ‘linear’ hiero¬ 
glyphic character, which developed later into cuneiform, 
and the Hittito system -a suggestion which is now sup¬ 
ported by many striking coincidences of both form and 
sound. 

The theories of Dr. Jenson on this subject do not require 
serious notice. His views have been severely condemned 
by Sayce, Hommel, and Messersehmidt. Dr. Hommel not 
very courteously calls his supposed decipherment a ‘ mixed 
‘ composition of tautologies ’ which are ‘ impossible ; ’ and 
certainly the results, which are quite arbitrary, seem hardly 
worth the trouble of carving in hard basalt. But Dr. 
Hommel’s suggestions are equally unscientific, and these 
speculations recall the early att('mpts to read the Egyptian 
as a ‘ picture writing,’ before ('liampollion determined the 
sounds of the emblems and the nliiuity of the language to 
Coptic. 

Dr. Jensen has, unfortunately, started on several false 
assumptions, which make it impossible that he should 
succeed, however learned he may be. First, that such 
texts can be read either by the pictorial values of the 
emblems or by bold but unsupported assumptions as to the 
signs. Secondly, that the key to the language is to bo 
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iuund in mudcrn Armenian, wlbtich all scholars who know 
anytliing of Asiatic languages recognise as'a purely Aryan 
tongue of European derivation. Its vocabulary and gram¬ 
mar alike are quite different - from the Akkadian, and it is 
clear that inscriptions legible in the one cannot be read in 
the other. Thirdly, that the Hittites used an alphabet 
(with many jficture emblems intefspersed) and not a sylla¬ 
bary. , In this he looks rather to Egypt than to Babylon 
for the key ; but the idea is not in accord with the evidence 
afforded by the Cypriotic character, nor was the Egyptian 
alphabet ever really adopted in Asia. Finally, Dr. Jensen 
and Dr. Hommel entirely ignore the sounds derivable, as 
above explained, from the later Cypriotic syllabary, and 
suggest others which arc entirely arbitrary, and not based 
on any particular language fu' on any comparative study. 
They as a rule disagree entirely between themselves, and 
also with Dr. Sayce, as to what those sounds were; and 
they have made no proper study of the terminations and 
other common combinations, which should first be treated 
by a student of such enigmas. They have also been misled 
by bad copies of the texts, and they learnedly discus*^, 
emblems which do not occur at all. The supposed Ar¬ 
menian and Georgian explanations may thus be dismissed, 
especially as, during the last four years, these scholars have 
proved unable to explain the new letters found by M. 
Chantre, which were at once perceived to be in the so-called 
‘ Hittite ’ language. 

This question will, however, probably still remain con¬ 
troversial until it is settled by the recovery of a long 
bilingual, giving the Hittite side by side with some known 
character—whether in cuneiform script or in Egyptian, 
Phoenician, or even Greek. Should M. Chantre be inclined 
for further exploration, there remain two sites where serious 
excavations might lead to the desired information being 
obtained. The first of these is Carchemish (now Jerablus) 
on the Euphrates—the border city between the Hittites and 
Assyrians, which has already produced fine Hittite remains, 
but has never been properly explored. The second is 
Malatiya (in the ancient Melitene region), west of the 
Upper Euphrates. This site also is on the borders of two 
civilisations, sJid a place where bilinguals are very likely to 
be found. If be has time and opportunity to explore these 
sites, as he has explored Cappadocia, M. Chantre may yet 
further add to our knowledge of an almost' forgotten 
civilisation. 
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Abt. VII.—1. Mfe and Campaigns of Alexander Leslie^ Earl 
of Leven, By C. S. Teert, M.A., University Lecturer in 
History, University of Aberdeen. London, New York, and 
Bombay: 1899. 

2. Rupert Prince Pah,tine. By Eva Scott, late Scholar of 
Somerville College, Oxford. Loudon : 18991 

A Life of Rupert of the Rhine and a Life of Alexander 
Leslie both appeared not many months ago. Although 
the works are entirely independent and have each an 
interest different in nature from the interest of the other, 
any one who compares the stories of these two men, now 
told again with new incident, will draw some old inferences 
seen clearer in a fresh light concerning that epoch of many 
features, which as it recedes into the depths of time, year by 
year and centiuy by century, only comes nearer to our 
imagination and our understanding. Both Miss Scott and 
Mr. Terry have gone deep into the historical materials of the 
Civil War, and have put into an easily attainable form some 
important and much curious matter. Both are to be con¬ 
gratulated on their adoption of that habit, excellent in 
historians of a time when the English language was still 
pure and strong, of frequently setting in their own text, and 
even in the middle of their own sentences, some phrase from 
contemporary letter (ir narrative that bears in its turn and 
cadence the charm of a vanished ceutiny. Often ungram¬ 
matical, and often involved almost to tin* limit of corapre- 
hens'on, but never flat or vulgar, was the language spoken 
and written by the men who slew each other in the (hvil 
War. The dull incident lives and the unimportant event 
gains a personal interest, when the modoni historian calls on 
the actor or eye-witness for a few brief and telling words 
where they arc most wanted. 

Miss Scott, whose subject and material very properly 
aroused in her the hope of making her book delightful 
to read, has in the matter of quotation gone no further 
than this excellent practice, and has refrained from print¬ 
ing letters and documents wholesale in such a way as to 
interrupt the course of her story. She has had the good 
sense to realise that the chief deflciency in existing litera¬ 
ture was some true account of Rupert as a man, that 
there was material at hand to supply the want, and that 
she was well suited to carry out the work- She has rightly 
sacrificed the discussion of military and political problems. 



430 


Alexander Leslie and Prince Rupert. 


April, 


except when they particularly illustrate Eupert’s character 
and abilities. This method is specially desirable in the 
biography of one who was before evcrythiug else a human 
being, one to whom life was a game not of parties but of 
persons. The treatment of the subject from this essentially 
correct point of view actually throws bade more light on tlie 
public history of the period thau if the task of the bio¬ 
grapher had been half sacrificed, as it so often is, to that of 
the military or political historian. 

Mr. Terry, on the other hand, finding that the more scanty 
and less attractive materials for a Life of Alexander Leslie 
must of necessity make the book a detailed account of the 
campaigns he fought and the military business he transacted, 
has printed long papers and despatches. He has produced 
a work chiefly valuable as a collection of facts and docu¬ 
ments, put together in the form of a biography of one whose 
real * life ’ can never bo wi’itten. The true history of Leslie 
is the history of the cause with which he so wholly identified 
himself that his personality did little to affect its nature, 
though his abilities did much to maintain its fortune. 

The daily increasing importance which under modern 
conditions of life the Scotch character and intellect are 
assuming in every quarter of the glob;^, gives a great place 
in the history of mankind to the incident slightingly known 
as the First Bishops’ War. In these years 1038 and 1639 
the Scotch people, by a voluntary effort of unusual heroism, 
saved from imminent danger of suppression the peculiar 
type of nationality which they were then slowly building up 
by institutions no less peculiar. Although the question 
whether Laud’s Prayer-book should or should not be used 
may seem of inferior importance to the question whether 
Edward I. should or should not make Scotland an appendage 
to the English crown, the real issue was in each case much 
the same. National characteristics were in the seventeenth 
century more than in any later ago, and in Scotland more 
than in any other country, formed by religion and by the 
many influences and institutions that were then included in 
its sphere. The difference between the Prayer-book ser¬ 
vice and that series of metaphysical discourses which a 
Southerner seldom voluntarily attends a second time, is 
the outward and visible sign of the inward and spiritual 
difference between Englishmen and Scotchmen, l^tween 
Mr. Kipling’s Gloster and M'Andrew among common men, 
between Euskin and Carlyle among the uncommon. 

High as was the stake for which the Scotch rebels plq,yed. 
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the risk of losing was at the outset proportionately great. 
The inability of'our generation to imagine the Scotch as any¬ 
thing but Calvinistic, combines subtly with the comic 
elements of the story to make .the whole affair seem to have 
been what it was not, a sort of holiday revolution carried to 
its inevitable issue with joyful uproar and throwing of 
stools. But, in fact, was a very desperate business. 
It required no ordinary courage for a country so thinly 
peopled and so poor to levy war on the strength and 
wealth of England. For the Scotch, when they first 
defied Charles, had no hope of any rising behind his back ; 
they had no definite cominiinications with the English 
parliamentary party, which had for ten years Ucon dispersed, 
without leaders and without oi'ganisation. And, in fact, 
during the first Bishops’ war there was no stir among the 
English Puritans. Throughout that agony of suspense and 
danger on the Tweed, Pym and Hampden remained at 
home among their neighbours, and Cromwell went about 
his daily business in the Fens. ‘We know not then,’ 
wrote BailUe the Covenanter, even when Charles’s first 
troubles had begun at, Toi-k, ‘ the estate of the English 
‘ affairs; there was no intercourse betwixt us; our 
‘ intelligence had much failed ns. We heard of nought 
‘ but of all England’s arming.’ On such terms there did 
not seem much likelihood of the sinaller nation being 
able to resist. The Scotch could not encourage themselves 
by repeating any sneb pleasing national tradition as that 
one Scotchman was worth tliree Euglishmen, for the field of 
Floddeu and the conquest of the country after Pinkie were 
memories which border rsiids had done nothing to eflfiice. 
Experience taught that England had been able to subdue 
Scotland even when she had a king and government of her 
own. Was it to be expected that she would fare better 
under an improvised committee of rebels, not yet masters of 
the principal fortresses in the'kingdom, who might at the first 
check be left stranded by a loyalist reaction, or at the first 
success break into a fierce faction fight among themselves, 
as had always been the nature of the Scotch nobility ? 

The nobles of Scotland had, for very good reasons of their 
own, put themselves at the head of the movement, with 
scarcely less enthusiasm than the peasants, townspeople, and 
lower clergy. They had been ousted from their political 
position as advisers to the Scotch crown, by the bishops 
whom James and Charles had raised, at first to preside 
ovpr the Church, bnt latterly to hold the chief offices 
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of state as well. The local importance of the nobles was no 
less threatened by the large grants of land ^already made to 
the new hierarchy, and the rumours of resumption in that 
interest of the confiscated .Church lands in their posses¬ 
sion. But it was not merely that their political and social 
position was endangered. They too had been brought up, like 
the rest of the nation, to love the C&lvinistic doctrine and wor¬ 
ship, which the bishops bad hitherto done little to suppress, 
but which was now threatened by the new Prayer-book. 
What good effects two generations ot upbringing in that 
strait school had had on the nobility may be judged by com¬ 
paring the moderation and public spirit which they showed 
during these ibwo years of crisis with the savage violence and 
untutored egoism by which their grandfathers had repeatedly 
endangered the same cause, and half enlisted the sympathy 
of mankind on the side of Mary Stuart. But the Scotch 
nobles were still, though in a lesser degree, the same mad 
forces as of old. To appoint one of their own number as 
commander-in-chief would be tci awaken hereditary feuds 
and jealousies, while to appoint over their heads a burgher 
or a private gentleman of no reputation would merely be to 
expose him to their insolence. On the other hand, without 
a chief whom all would willingly obey, no army could be 
formed, still less held together. The Scotch enterprise 
would in all likelihood have gone to ruin but for the 
timely appearance of a man who curiously combined all 
the qualifications essential for this very peculiar post, which 
a man of greater genius might have filled less well. 

Alexander Leslie was of gentle birth and profession, but 
being an illegitimate child had no hereditary pretensions. His 
claim to respect lay in the record of his services in the camp 
and on the field, for he was one of the first generals in the 
famed Swedish army. Having been in foreign employment 
practically without a break from his twenty-fourth to his 
fifty-seventh year, he appears td have had in Scotland no con¬ 
nexions, and consequently no enemies, personal or public.* 
He was the very man to unite the quarrelsome leaders 
of his native laud under his authority, provided his talents 
and bis temper were as suitable as his position in the world. 

* lie went with Lord Uothos to raise troops in Fife; Kotbes was 
head of the Leslies, and liis position among the Covenanters may have 
helped Alexander to obtain the post of general. But there is no proof 
of this, and certainly, if the connexion had involved further political 
consequences, more mention would have been made of it in Baillie or 
elsewhere. 
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Fortunately he possessed exactly the qualities most required. 
Without being 9 good strategist, he excelled at raising and 
disciplining armies. Without being a politician, he had a 
keen eye for the bearing of a political situation on mili¬ 
tary possibilities. Without being a leader of men, he knew 
how to manage them ; and how to temper command witli 
courtesy, as time and pefSoii might require. 'Altliough lie 
had long commanded regular, mercenary armies abroad, he 
remembered to observe the subtle, l^ut all-important, differ¬ 
ence of manner that beiits a leader of volunfeers. lie 
inspired the peasants and burghers with confidence in his 
leadership, the ministers with sniisi'action in his orthodoxy, 
the nobles with acquiescence in his bearing towards them¬ 
selves. 

‘ We were lejired,’ wrote Baillie, ‘ that eiuiilatioii among our nobles 
might have done harme, wh<>n they should bo mutt in the fields ; but 
buch was the svisdome aiid aiithoritie of that old, little, crooked 
souldier, that all, with anc incredible submission, from the tu-giiiniiig 
to tlie end, gave over themselves to be guided by him, as if ho had 
been great Solyman. Certainlie the obedience of our m)l)lcs to that 
man’s advyees was as great as their forhears wont to be to their king's 
commands ’— 

fortunately, indeed, far greater than what Ihey liad shown 
to most of tlie vexed wearers ol the crown of Macbeth 

‘yet that was the man’s underutiinding 01 our Seolbi humour, that 
gave out, not oiilie to the nobles, liot to vciic mean gentlemen, his 
directions in a verie homelie and simple forme, as if they had been bot 
the advyees of tlicir neighbour and compauiou.' 

It is often upheld that Leslie had little enthusiasm for 
the cause of the C'ovtiuant, or for any other cause whatever. 
This judgement appears to be based on the purely negative 
evidence afforded by his despatches, bcciius($ they arc not 
loaded with the usual texts of Scripture; but Cromwell’s 
habit of expressing his religious and political feelings in 
business letters was by no means universal even among the 
English Puritans, and it may well be that it was still more 
rare in the school of Gustavus, where Leslie had learnt the 
duties of a general. Although it cannot be doubted that 
he was a less umotional man than Cromwell, there is 
reason to think that he carried about much silent devotion 
under an impassive exterior. In the first place, an old 
battered soldier nearer his sixtieth than his fiftieth year, 
and sated with wealth and honours, does not^ throw himself 
into a new and arduous service in which failure means 
hanging, without further incentives than pay and repnta- 
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lion. Secondly, his later conduct showed that he was not 
prepared, as is often asserted, to engage i» any quarrel for 
which the Scotch Estates were ready to liire his service. 
When in 1648 they organised an invasion of England in 
alliance with the Cavaliers, ho disapproved so strongly that 
he resigned his command. On the other hand, in the Dunbar 
campaign two years later, when Scotland was again in arms 
for the Covenant, he consented to go down into the field 
ns Lord General, thonjfli his extreme old age forced him 
to leave most of his duties to David Leslie. Lastly we 
have the evidence of a letter to Hamilton, which for once is 
something more than a despatch. Here only, in all the 
correspondence that Mr. Terry gives, does Leslie utter the 
thoughts of his heart. But on this occasion it is no un¬ 
certain voice; there is no touch of conventionality, coldness, 
or hypocrisy in his lament for Gustavus: 

‘ 8o Jir wo to onr unspenkiible greife deprived of the best and most 
valornns eommandcr tliat ovir any souldiers liade, and the Church of 
God with liir good cause of the best instrument under God, we bcc-aiis 
wo was not worthc o! him, and she for the shines of hir children; 
and ultho’ our lose who did ibilow him sai ])o much greater, for how 
can it lie when the heade which gave such lieavenly influence unto all 
the iutbriorc members that nevir any di'^teniporaturc or weakness was 
seen in them, how can it be since that hcado is taken from the body, 
])ot the meinberH thereof sal! fall unto much fainting and confusion ? 
But this I say not, that .after I doubt of God’s providence, or of these 
whom lie has left as actores behind him, for I am persuaded that God 
Avil not desert his own cause, hot will yet stirre up the lioartis of some 
of his anoyrited ones to prosecute the defence of his cause, and to be 
emolonse of such renowne as his Majestic Las left behind liim for 
ovir. . . . Now it remaines that we turne our sorrow to revenge, and 
our own hearts to God by earnest piviyer that lie would stirre up the 
heartis of such men as may doc good t.o his cause, and now tak it in 
hand when it is in such a case ’ (p. 31 

It is to be observed that it is not the man so much as the 
cause that Leslie has at heart- His is not the cry of Heine’s 
grenadier on hearing that Napoleon has fallen. It is not 
the lament of a soldier for his chief, but of a Protestant for 
his religion. He came to Scotland to uphold the same 
cause, and he did it all the better because he was a shrewd 
and businesslike man wLo preferred action to long dis¬ 
courses. 

In the spring of 1638 Leslie had visited Scotland to 
bring away his wife and children.* But he found his 

* This visit to Scotland in the spring has escaped Mr, Terry's 
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native laud convulsed bj an jigitatiou wliicL, by ai)pealing 
to bis sympathies, altered nut only his immediate plans, but 
the whole future course of his life. He returned quietly to 
the Continent, retired from the Swedish army where lie 
had served thirty years, busied himself in the arrangements 
for the import of arms and ammunition into Scotland, and 
used the great inQuencQ, he had with nun^jbers of his 
countrymen to induce them to tlirow up their commissions 
and return home to defend their country. In the autumn 
he and many of his comrades in arms found their way home 
by slipping through the watch of the J^higlisli cruisers. 
Posterity, misled by the obvious analogy of Sir Walter’s* 
hero, has sometimes regarded these men as inspired by the 
motives of Sir Dugald Dalgetty. But this was not the 
impression they left on those who knew them best. 

‘ To help tlieir boasted motlior-ihurch and country,’ says Baillie, 

‘ they luive deserted their charges abroad to their great lossc, which 
they knew she was never able to make up : they have hire, on verie 
oHsieand small conditions, attended her service. . . . Tlie reiiowne o£ 
their kindnesa, and the conscience of their desert at the hand of 
their mother, for ever will be their greatest and most glorious 
recoiupcnce.’ 

With the help of these professional subordinates, many of 
whom had already served under him and knew bis methods, 
Leslie was able to carry out bis designs in liis own way, and 
to weld the enthusiastic Scotch volunteers into a real 
army. The nobles and gontluinen were made colonels and 
captains over the troops they had led to the muster, but 
the lieutenants who advised them were nearly all officers 
from over the sea. The vigour that inspired this national 
armament was first tested in oiJcratious which reduced 
all resistance within the covenanted districts of Scotland. 
Edinburgh and l^umbartou Castles, which in more than one 
civil war, both before and after this date, proved insupci- 
able obstacles to the complete triumph of the stronger 
party, were surprised and captured. All centres of royalism 
throughout the country were stamped out by military ex¬ 
peditions, and when in the late spring of 1639 Charles 
approached the border, a united nation and a disciplined 
army stood in his path. 

In England Charles had not been paralysed by resistance, 
but he had been hampered by want of support. His 

notice. But see Gardiner (cabinet edition), vol. viii. p. 388, te;£t and 
note* 
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enemies sat still, not knowing their strength, bnt the friends 
on whom he was now forced to rely were lukewarm in the 
extreme. The Puritans indeed stayed at home in the 
south; but the private soldiers, and still more the nobles 
who composed his army and'his council of war, had none of 
the Cavalier spirit of later times. Although it was not an 
army with which he could fight^a severe battle against a 
formidable and determined foe, yet, as it was strong in 
numbers and no worse than indifferent in feeling, he could 
certainly have conquered Scotland if the force opposed to 
him had been feeble or disunited. Owing to the presence 
*of Alexander Leslie it was as strong and compact as it was 
zealous and bravo. 

It is impossible sufficiently to admire the alternate firm¬ 
ness and moderation, in strategy and diplomacy alike, by 
which the Scotch brought this dangerous campaign on the 
Tweed to a peaceful but glorious conclusion. They shed 
no blood to cry for vengca.uce between the English and 
themselves, and they sent home the king, baffled but not 
insulted. Their devoted expressions of loyalty, their studied 
moderation of manner throughout the negotiations, most be 
attributed to the canny wisdom of the Scotch political 
leaders. But the military operations which first induced 
Charles to abandon the offensive and remain south of the 
Tweed, and then frightened him into readiness to grant 
terms, all without a battle, must be set down to Leslie’s 
knowledge of his art and full appreciation of the political 
object of the war. 

When, next year, the king, in an evil hour for himself, 
renewed his attempt to reduce Scotland, the conditions 
were totally changed. The second Bishops’ War was 
not so heroic a business as tlie first, for the Scotch had 
not only gained confidence from the success of last summer, 
but had since seen in the Short Parliament welcome proof 
that more than half the English people were their friends. 
Instead of a royal army on the Tweed they had only to deal 
with a small detachment on the Tyne. But again their 
political measurtis exactly balanced the possibilities of the 
situation, and again Leslie accomplished his military task 
without a flaw. The rapid march through Northumberland 
and the occupation of Newcastle (described in Mr. Terry’s 
book in detail that should interest all North-countrymen) put 
the^atch in^ position militarily, secure aud-politically com¬ 
manding. As long as Leslie sat safe behind the Tyne the 
Long Parliament sat safe in Westminster, and the converse 
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proposition was equally true. As Charles found he had to 
get rid of one by concession before he could attempt to 
remove the other by force, he came to Edinburgh in August 
1641 and surrendered unconditionally to the Scotch demands. 
Among other ironical courtesies exchanged on this occasion, 
he made Leslie Earl of Leven. The old man drove round 
the town in friendly fashion 'with the sovereign he had 
thwarted—and, though he knew it not, dethroned—amidst 
the hearty cheers of a populace who had conquered their 
king, and could afford to be goodnatured. 

It would have been well for the Scotch if these festivities 
at Edinburgh had indeed been the end. They had settled* 
their own national problem with a success that would have 
been final had they not been unfortunately drawn back 
into the greater vortex of the English civil war. It was 
perhaps impossible for them, from the point of view of their 
own safety, to permit Charles to conquer his Parliament, but 
their heads were also filled by a less prudent spirit of 
proselytism, which was to cause terrible woe to both king¬ 
doms. In January 1644 Leven again entered Northumber¬ 
land, this time at the head of a more professional army than 
the muster he had commanded on Diinse Law. The troops 
were regularly enlisted and paid, a.nd the majority, not only 
of the lieutenants but of the colonels, wore soldiers trained 
in the continental wars. After considerable marching and 
countermarching in Durham through bitter snowstorms the 
Scotch army left the town of Newcastle in the rear occupied 
by the enemy, and, joining hands with their English allies, 
sat down to the famous siege of York. 

Although the great feud had raised uji man against man in 
almost every corner of Britain, it had up to this time remained 
everywhere local in character. But in the summer of 1644 
the capital of the North of England drew around its walls, 
with magnetic influence, types of every great party that was 
struggling to snatch its own triumph out of the victory of 
Parliament or King. While in the camp of the besiegers 
Cromwell’s speculative troopers from the eastern counties 
and the more orthodox infantry of Fairfax were taking stuck 
of their brother Scots, of whom they had for six years heard 
so much and seen so little, there was hastening up from the 
south-west, with a scarcely less divided and certainly more 
motley host, a young man who was to the Cavalier cause 
what old Leven was to the Scotch nation. For Rupert of 
the Rhine was the fighting man from over the seas, who had 
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taken little part in the politics that led to the war and 
the negotiations that ever failed to put an end to it, but 
who had, at the outbreak of hostilities, rendered to his party 
the inestimable service of training a civil people in the ways 
of war as he had seen it aihong the Swedes and French. 
And, like the Scotch general, he hud rendered this service 
not from the tangible motives of .Sir Dugald Dalgetty but 
out of pure fidelity of spirit. Here, however, the parallel 
stops; for, while the spirit of Leveu was fidelity to the 
Protestant religion and loyalty to the Scotch nation, the 
spirit of Rupert was fidelity to the friends of his youth and 
loyalty to Charles Stuart, the patron of his family. Most 
men are half for the public and half for their friends. But 
Leven was wholly for the public, and Rupert wholly for his 
friends. Neither is it hard to see the causes that had 
turned the cold deep stream of the Scotchman’s considera¬ 
tion into a great public channel, and the tumultuous 
mountain oatai’act of Rupert’s life into a thousand par¬ 
ticular loves and hates. Leven, a bastard, a man without 
family and relations, had been ibreed to spend the years 
of his youth, Avlien personal ties with strangers are most 
easily formed and most firmly knit, in suppression of all 
sides of himself that would not lead a poor and unknown 
man to promotion. Meanwhile, under the influence of the 
Dutch and afterwards of the Swedish services, the cause of 
Protestantism became to him the one absoi’bing outside 
ideal; and as self-interest became satisfied with success the 
outside ideal occupied more and more exclusively the mind 
of the old soldier of Gustavus. But besides the ever-present 
cause of an international religion, the memory of his native 
land was kept alive as a distant desire; for though far from 
Scotland he was never far fi'om Scotchiueu, and the talk 
around the camp-fires on the Danube and in the guard-rooms 
of Pomeranian garrisons turned ever back to the High 
Street and tlio Castle, the Firth and the distant hills beyond, 
the blind road over the moor, the valley head, the farm 
behind its sparse and wind-bent trees. So that when in 1638, 
sated with wealth and honours, yet unbound by any close 
personal ties, Alexander Leslie was called on to fight for the 
country he had never forgotten and the cause he had ever 
loved, his whole being answered, ‘ Here am I.’ 

Rupert’s experience of life, on the other hand, seemed no 
less specially designed by Providence to put public considera* 
tions to the back of his mind and private motives to the fore. 
The son of Frederick Elector Palatine and of Elizabeth, 
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daughter of James 1., he h.i,d no country ; for within a year 
of his birth (1619) his father lost Bohemia and the Palatinate, 
and the family established itself in the capacity of distin¬ 
guished exiles in Holland, lialfway between the mother’s 
native England and the father’s lost dominions on the 
Bhine. Flying visits to the one, uusiLCcessful campaigns 
into the other, were enough to teach young. Jtuport the 
ways of the world, but not enough to give him patriotism 
or a home. His family, in fact, stood to him in the place of 
a country. The common claims, privation, and dangers of 
a doubtful position, bound together the niirilerous family of 
sons and daughters with ties unusually strong. The father 
died in 1632, but the mother’s manly and imperious spirit 
still taught the boys to look forward to the day w'hen they 
should regain the family inheritance by the sword- In spite 
of, or perhaps on account of, the fact that they lived largely 
on the charity of the States of Holland and of i.heir uncle 
Charles I., the characteristic of the Palatine brotherhood 
was the opposite of humility. In spite of the fact that they 
suffered severe privations for want of money, mother and 
sons alike were buoyant and ga}', ‘ of wild humour to be 
^ merry in spite of fortune.’ But reckless couiuge and love 
of adventure were the most strongly marked characteristics. 

When this most electric fa;': ly quarrelled, the quarrels 
were not to be laughed at; but during the boyhood of 
Bupert mother and children were closely allied, and the 
shocks were felt only by the world outside. TJieir sister 
Sophie, who shared her brothers’ early fortunes and charac¬ 
teristics, lived to bring into the world a race of kings avIio 
were not famous citlier for prolonged and roman lie exile or 
for love of boisterous and gay .adventure. That the daughter 
of the house of the Palatinate should be the mother of the 
house of Hanover is one of the freaks of fortune and the 
mysteries of nature. 

If BuperPs family stood to him for a eouutiy, a high 
and real code of honour stood to him fur a religion. 
Although he had been brought up with all his brothers and 
sisters in the strictest ways of Protestant theology, a visit 
to England and the influence of a host of new and delight¬ 
ful acquaintances at the Court of Henrietta Maria almost 
made the impressionable young man a Catholic. Fortunately 
his mother was able, before it was too late, to lure him back 
to the Continent with the prospect of a campaign. Although 
he ever afterwards remained staunchly Protestant, often at 
some cost to himself, it may be suspected that the traditions 
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of the family, his sense of honoar, and his do<;ged and 
independent nature, had at least as much to do with his 
1 ‘esolution as any deep theological conviction. He was not 
indeed a special product of that pious and dogmatic century; 
he wiis the gentleman adventurer of all ages, the young man 
of Shakespeare’s comedies, detached from abstract con¬ 
siderations and party catch-words, relying in all his sudden 
decisions * upon the genial sense of youth.’ 

The most important relation of Rupert’s life was the 
strong affection that had sprung up between himself and 
his uncle Charles I. during these boyish visits to England. 
The removal of the head of the Palatine family by death, 
and the cxt?eme youth of his orphan suns, had for some 
years lent a very good colour to the inaction of the uncle 
with regard to the reconquest of their lost patrimony; while 
all that kind words, a hearty welcome, and high favour in 
the charming English Court could do to win the gratitude 
of a poor exile, who ‘ no revenue had but his good spirits,’ 
was done for Rupert with all the gracious dignity of which 
Charles was born master. The prince had, in fact, promised 
to serve his patron whenever he should be needed, so that 
when in August 1042 he received in Holland a commission 
as General of the King’s Horse, he was bound by honour as 
well as by inclination to accept. Thus his relation to the 
Civil War was not public but personal. England was not 
his country, and the quarrel was none of his. indeed, since 
the Puritan Parliament had for twenty years been opposed 
to the royal peace policy, and would certainly have used its 
victory over the king to prosecute the cause of the exiled 
Palatines as the common cause of all true Protestants, 
political gratitude and private interest would alike have 
placed the prince with his much-abused brother Charles on 
the side ot the Parliament. ‘ Let all England judge,’ wrote 
Pail-fax, complaining of his famous plunderings, ‘ whether 
‘ the burning of its towns, ruining of ils cities, and destroy- 
‘ iug of its people be a good requital from a person of your 
‘ family, which has had the prayers, tears, purses, and blood 
* of its Parliament and people.’, But one ounce of personal 
gratitude outweighs a pound of political; and, though 
Rupert raised endless disturhuuces in what be conceived to 
be his private intei'est, he was always eager to sacrifice it to 
his piivate honour. 

Whether this sudden summons across the seas of Rupert 
of the Rhine proved the blessing ot the buno of the Cavalier 
cause, is no easy question. Mr. Gardiner, without commit- 
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ting himself to any distinct utterance on the subject, leaves 
an impression ou the whole unfavourable to Rupert, but Miss 
Scott supplies details which again give pause to hasty 
judgement. The case may be,stated thus. The Cavaliers 
had not uionetHry resources enough to carry the war success¬ 
fully over a prolonged period; })nt on the other hand they 
had, among the volunteers of 1642, material from which 
a first line of attack might have been constructed sufiicient 
to bear down all opposition in the first or second year of the 
war. But constructive ability was needed, for, good as the 
material was, it was raw. No doubt the more iashionablc 
and less puritanical half of the English gentry, in days 
when duelling was no joke, were less staHled by the 
clash of arms and more practised in the use of weapons 
than burghers who had been brought up under less 
barbarous social conventions; no doubt the hnntiug-field 
was a better training ground for cavalry than the yeoman^s 
weekly ride to market on his ambling nag; but of actual 
war there was no more experience among the gentlemen 
of the coifhty than among the train-bands of the town, 
and perhaps even less of military organisation. The 
king’s cause required two men, of natural geiiius and of 
experience gained in the wars of the Continent: first, a man 
who could weld the excellent material ready to hand into a 
cavalry that nothing could resist, and who could lead it ou 
all the various services which that arm could then perform 
in war; secondly, a man wIh» could conduct the tactics of 
the battle-field and the strategy of the campaign as a whole, 
using cavalry and iufautr}' together iii their proper place. 
Now, althi)Ugh Rupert peiforined the first service to perfec¬ 
tion, in so far as it can bo pei'fectly performed without 
relation to the second, he was not only incapable of per¬ 
forming the second himself, but he stood seriously in the 
way of its performance by any one else. Before, however, 
dwelling on the faults which mined the Cavaliers, for which 
the prince was only one of many persons responsible, it will 
be well to insist that it was he who organised the cavalry, 
who filled them with his own spirit of endurance, conKdeiico, 
and dashing valour, who led them with extraordinary 
strategic as well as tactical genius ou all services, where he 
could command, and where they could act alone. All this 
he did at the age of twenty-two to twenty-three, a record 
almost unequalled in the uunals of youthful achievement. All 
this immense weight of business and responsibility he had 
not only carried off auccessially, but had impregnated with 
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his own ideas and his own character, at an age when Bona¬ 
parte, a forward youth enough in his way,4^ad only carried 
out a small though important operation against the fort at 
Toulon. 

But where was the man to use Bupert and his cavalry? 
Where was the man who might have changed the fate of 
England and. rolled bach what is i£Ow called the * inevitable ’ 
advance of freedom ? Not only was there no man of genius 
forthcoming for this high service, but the post of cominander- 
n-chief was to all intents and purposes never filled at all. 
If Straflbi’d Lad been allowed to survive, he would at 
this supreme crisis of the cause of despotism have been at 
Charles’s side to force him to appoint a commander whom 
men and nephews should obey. But left to himself the 
king could no more grasp a military than a political 
necessity. The one bond of union of all the jealous men 
and selfish interests that clamoured around him, as well as 
of the more modest and self-sacrificing* members of the 
party, he was so indispensable to them all that if he had 
remained firm fixed lie must, without effort of liis*own^ have 
become their polestar; but his shiftiness made him their 
shuttlecock, lie might have chosen some man at least not 
wholly incapable, and said to them all, * Friends, country- 
‘ men, and kinsfolk, here is your general. Either obey 
‘ his orders without appeal to me, or leave my service.’ 
This he would have done if nature Lad endowed him with 
that little strength of will or that considerable want of 
sensibility with which she has armed three-quarters of 
mankind. But he had none of the qualities of a shop¬ 
keeper. His delicate sense of personal relations, continually 
reflecting what was near him, but never what was far from 
him, keenly alive to the claims and susceptibilities, not 
indeed of his people, nor even of bis party, but of all who 
thronged around him with passionate entreaty to his good¬ 
nature and appeal to their past services and present loyalty, 
would not allow him to enforce discipline among his officers. 
Thus it came about that he appointed a nonentity as general- 
in-chief, practically keeping all important decisions to him¬ 
self and to those who were about his person from time to 
time. This arrangement was even worse than the fatal 
system which has lost so many armies, both in ancient and 
modem warfare, the command on alternate days; for 
whereas in the case of Faullus and Yarro it was always 
possible to calculate who would be in command on any given 
date, the boldest gambler in camp would hesitate before he 
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staked his deferred pay on the issue whether Bupert or 
Digbj, Goring ov Forth would have the upper hand on the 
morrow. If Charles thought that by keeping the strings in 
his own hands he would secure^ the desired unity of action, 
it is only another example of now long a man may live in 
complete ignorance of himself^ Be that as it may, the 
system set a premium on intrigue and gave a stimulus to 
jealousy and faction, things that could have been found in 
the royal camp without the offer of a special reward. Fine 
old Cavaliers like the Earl of Lindsey and Sir Edmund 
Varney, men who only asked to be spent’or sacrificed for 
their political principles or their rdigious ideals, had less 
influence than they merited under a system that was little 
better than an indecent scramble for the king’s confidence. 
As the only way to obtain military authority was to push 
others aside in that scramble, it came to pass that no man 
could rise to the top without making a host of personal 
enemies among his future colleagues. Mr. Gardiner has 
scarcely done justice to the instructive story of the feuds 
among the royalist military leaders which Miss Scott sets 
out in fascinating detail. The modern historian, with his 
tendency to explain everything on difference of principle, is 
in his own element among the Independents and Presby¬ 
terians, the train-bands and the Ironsides, the Wallers and 
the Leslies, and the Cromwells. But when ho carries his 
notions over to the Cavalier lines, he is soon at fault. His 
‘ golden words are spent ’ over Falkland and Verney, Fuller 
and Chillingworth. He cannot tie up liupert in a formula, 
or state Goring’s views on the relation of Church and State. 
The much-talked-o£ rivalry of the military and civilian 
parties is inadequate as a complete explanation of the feuds 
that divided the Cavalier leaders. The greater part of these 
were purely personal quarrels, natural among full-blooded 
men who had been brought up to regard life as au affair, not 
between parties and creeds, but between man and man, and 
inevitable under the system which Charles had chosen to 
establish. They fought, not on points of principle, but on 
points of precedence; they threw up their commissions not 
because the Crown had intrigued with the Catholics or 
offered toleration to the sects, but because this one had not 
been given a colonelcy, and that one had been expected to 
carry out the orders of a superior he disliked. The personal 
motive which Marvell, naturally because he was a poet, gave 
as the reason why Cromwell 

* Did thorough his own sklo 
1 Fia fiery way divide,’ 
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is better applied to Rupert and Groring. 

^ For ’tia all one to coura^re higL 
The eraulona or enemy/ 

exactly explains why those young Capulets and Montagues 
could not work together for the common cause of their 
prince. The less violent th6ugh po less dangerous quarrel 
of Essex and Waller is almost the only case of a difiPerence 
among the Parliamentary generals that was more personal 
than political. As their divisions generally turned on 
questions of Church and State, they were of higher signifi¬ 
cance, and have rightly been treated at greater length by 
Mr. Gardiner. The contemptuous silence Avith which he 
passes over the mutual animosities of the Cavaliers is 
justified from the point of view from which he writes his 
history; but those will read Miss Scott’s book who are 
pleased to contemplate on a stage of great historic events 
the simple passions of life, working in men of uncommon 
valour, vigour, and talent, but warped by that false definition 
of personal dignity whigh is only taught to aristocracies, 
and wholly unrestrained by the great influences which were 
then beginning to teach Englishmen of all classes a new 
view of the value of life and the dignity of man. 

It would be a gross injustice to Rupert to class him, 
without further distinction, with Digby, Goring, and 
Wilmot. Each of them headed his own party and worked 
against the others in turn, with a violence or a subtlety of 
intrigue that was grossly disloyal to the public interest. 
But whereas Digby, Goring, and Wilmot were each a par¬ 
ticular kind of scoundrel, Rupert was a gentleman, loving 
to friends and often generous to enemies. He was rewarded 
by the sincere attachment of his devoted servant, honest 
Will Legge, and of his inseparable brother Maurice, whom 
death alone after many years divided from him. It is 
pleasant also to find that the lorg sufferings of the Civil 
War and the terrific catastrophe of Marston could not diy 
up the springs of genuine and honest gaiety in the two 
brothers. When in Jan uary, 1 6 45, the negotiations of 
Uxbridge were on foot, the Parliamentary proposals con¬ 
tained ^ a long list of excepted 'persons, who were to expect 
‘ no pardon/ headed by the names of Rupert and Maurice. 
The two princes, as their names were read out, caught each 
other’s e 3 'e across the council table, and, as if they were 
back in the nursery at the Hague, ' fell into a laughter, at 
‘ which the King seemed displeased, and bid them be quiet.’ 
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‘ How much lies in laughter, the cipher-key wherewith we 
‘ decipher the wly>le man ! * Considering that Rupert, who 
knew enough of war to see the cause was lost, coutinued to 
press for the completion of the treaty, the incident is a 
gracious one, and will make every one wish that he had 
known the prince. 

Rupert’s relation to his uncfo was at onec,t-oo intimate 
and t(K) insubordinate for the roqniviMnoiits of discipline. 
The advantagi^ he possessed, as nephew, over all competitors, 
even over the favourite secretary, Digby, was such that 
whenever he was present with the king hn generally hod 
his way. But his ceaseless activity—which made the Par¬ 
liamentarians think there were four Ruperts, one for each 
quarter of England—drew him away so oftien from Oxford, 
that Digby, who generally' retired inio the background 
during these touching family interviews, resumed operations 
as soon as the clatter of horse-hools down High Street told 
that the war-storm had passed away into the enemy’s lines. 
In a few days messengers would be spurring oft' with countt^r- 
orders in quest of the vanished prince, or some friend of 
Rupert would be disappointed of a commission to which he 
laid claim. After that it was only a matter of time before 
an unusual stir in the ante-chamber told that the General 
of the King’s Horse had com(; back almost unattended, 
straight as a homing pigeon, by some dangerous short cut 
througli Roundhead territory, full of noi^y remonstrance 
only to be appeased by protestations, caresses, and some 
compensating concession* 

Although the prince suffered injustice on sundry occasions 
from his uncle’s inability to adhere to any lixed course of 
conferring royal favour, he ^liad upon the whole too much 
rather than too little of his own way. At the very outbreak 
of the war he stipulated that in his command of the cavalry 
he should receive orders from no one but Charles himself— 
a condition which reduced the genend-in-chief to little 
better than military attendant on the king. It would even 
be rash to say that Forth, the nominal commander of the 
royal forces, had the most influential share in drawing up 
those plans of campaign which he had not the d^nthority U) 
carry out. The really excellent schemes which the king 
finally approved, for the advance on London in ’42 and ’4S, 
and for the reduction of the North and West in ’44, are of 
uncertain origin. They are supposed by Mr. Gardiner to 
have chiefly come from Rupert.* It was certainly natural 


• Civil War (cabinet edition), vol. ii. pp. 63-4. 
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that an intellect which afterwards turned to physical science 
for occupation should master the theoretical problem of a 
campaign. If this supposition is correct, the prince had not 
only jthe very highest qualities as an organiser and leader of 
cavalry, but an acute intelligence for grasping the conditions 
of the war as a whole, and for varying the general plan of 
operations according to the changing fortunes of each 
season. For daring the first three years of the war the 
Royalist strength lay not only in the superior quality and 
handling of thfeir cavalry, but in the general plan of action 
which lent to the movements of all their widely scattered 
forces a unity they would otherwise have lacked and an 
ulterior pur^wse that was nearly fulfilled. But even if the 
Cavaliers owed both those advantages principally to the 
genius of Rupert, ho was fatally deficient in that branch of 
the art military which lies between the province of the 
general of cavalry and the province of the theorist who 
sketches the campaign as a whole— namely, the art of 
actually conducting the campaign which has been sketched, 
and fighting a great battle of all arms together. In this 
capacity he was tried and found wanting. It was he who 
brought about the battles of Marston and Naseby under 
conditions which gave no advantage of ground and left no 
place of retreat to the weaker army. Time might have 
taught this marvellous young man the conduct of a cam¬ 
paign in the field, but he had not leai’nt it at the age of 
twenty-five. 

Nothing better illustrates the conditions of Rupert’s 
failure and success than the story of his services in the 
year of Marston Moor. The February of 1644 saw him 
established in his new headquarters at Shrewsbury as 
Captain of Nortli Wales and the neighbouring English 
counties, where the king’s hopes for recruits and supplies 
chiefly lay. Long intrigues had been necessary to win him 
a post for which he was eminently qualified, and now that 
he had left Oxford to occupy it, it was all that his agents 
there could do to prevent his supplies from being cut off. 
‘Persuasion,’ as one of them bitterly complains to him, 
‘ avails little at Court, where always the orator convinces 
‘ sooner than the argument.’ But the prince made a good 
shift, and what he could not get from his allies he took 
from enemies and neutrals. The administrative work of 
the district, which had fallen into disorder and bankruptcy, 
would alone have occupied the energies of any ordinary 
man, but Rupert found time also to organise, and some? 
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times perflonally to conduct, military expeditions of a local 
character. Trumpets calling in the grey winter’s dawn, 
a troop of horse plunging ^wn miry lanes and up steep 
banks all day, and at nightfall the clash of steel ringing 
through some Boundhend maifsion, that had dreamt dreams 
of safety retired among the western woods! By two or 
three months of active work Itupert did mn^h to stamp a 
uniform Royalism on the country between Chester and 
Ludlow. His youth, which still impaired his efficiency us 
field-marshal, lent him that elasticity of bfld 3 ’^ and energy 
of mind which this sort of work required, while his great 
physical strength—which years afterwards enabled him to 
hold a mutinous sailor over the side of the sliip*—made it easy 
for him, after daj’S and nights in the saddle, to dismount 
at Shrewsbury with vigour unimpaired for the despatch of 
the official business of his lieutenancj". During this period 
in winter quarters, when he was imposing on himsfdf 
mental work equal to that of a cabinet minister in time 
of war combined with plij'sical exertion equal to that of a 
master of hounds on a hard day, his idea of I'elaxaiion was 
not a sofa and a novel, but ‘ a cast of goshawks,’ for which 
he wrote to Ormond. It was not the necessities of his 
situation, but his insatiable appetite for ever fresh activity, 
that kept him throughout his whole life ceaselessly engaged. 

In the middle of March lie was temporarily called away 
from his western command. Newark-on-Trent, which, since 
the complete submersion of Lincolnshire under’the rising 
flood of the armies of the Eastern Association, was highly 
prized b^' both parties as a link with the increasingly 
imj^ortant war in Yorkshire, could hold out but little 
longer against the besiegiug Parliamentary force under 
Meldrum. There was no time for Rupert to collect a 
regular army; dashing through the midland counties with 
a small force, he summoned to his standard all the Cavalier 
garrisons in the neighbourhood of Newark, who readily 
trooped out to serve on such an enterprise under such a 
leader. So rapid were his movements that the besiegers 
remained in their trenches, incredulous of his advance, till 
they were beaten, surrounded, and forced to capitulate on 
the terms of the surrender of their artillery. The garrison, 
which had endured horrible privations, not for fear of the 
governor, but from loyalty to the cause, gave Rupert one 
of those receptions which need no organising. 

^ As he entered the old gates one cry of triumph rose, 

To bless and welcome him who had saved them from their foes : 
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The women kiss hie charger, and the little children eiug 

“ Prince Rupert brought hh bread to eat, fn»m God and from the 
king”’ 

This was the crowning moment of Rupert's life—the 
summit of liis personal success, for all round him the tide 
was ebbing fast away, and his own fate was already pre¬ 
paring in the, north. The garrisons who had marched 
together on this joyous little crusade r<»turned each sadly 
to its home, to resume, in manor-house and cnstle, the 
watch of douUt slowly turning to despair and terrible 
protracted expectation, till death took them one by one. 
Rupert, again left without an army, went back to his 
ordinary duties in the west. From these he was again 
called away, to face a problem very diflFerent from the relief 
of Newark—to raise the siege of York and save the Cavalier 
cause in the north of England. Renewed entreaties and 
intrigues at the unec'rtaiu fountain-heads of Oxford, renewed 
personal energy in the west, put him in a few weeks at the 
head of an army with which he detenuinecl to start, ciil- 
culating, as he had calculated in March, that he would 
grow like the snowball as he went. Towards the end of 
May be plunged into Lancashire, where a fierce local war 
was going unfavourably for the C'avaliers, cut his way 
through a country studded with hostile garrisons and 
seething with hostile armies in the field, and emerged at 
Skipton in Yorkshire with considerably increased forces. 
But the Parliamentary generals in the leaguer ronhd York 
were not the men to be caught in their trenches as Meldrum 
had been at Newark. They broke up the siege, and moved 
west to meet Rupert. He slii)ped round by the north, and 
joined the relieved gari'isou un^ler Newcastle outside the 
gates of York. So far no general could have acquitted 
himself better or more successfully; but now, in spite of 
the remonstrances of the old and torpid Newcastle, he 
decided in an evil hour to give battle to the great army 
which he had outmancenvred and to the great generals 
whom he had outwitted. 

Although Miss Scott considers that the letter from Charles 
which he had in his pocket was a plain command to fight a 
battle, that part of it which she quotes only speaks of the 
defeat of the besieging army as an operation necessary for 
the relief of the town, while that part of it which she does 
not quote makes it still more doubtful whether any duty 
further than the raising of the siege is enjoined on the 
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prince.* But although much may be said for the decision 
to give battle, less on the ground of the king’s ambiguous 
letter than from the pressing need of victory to a cause 
whose resources were on the wane, Rupert cannot whollj" 
be excused for the place and circumstances in which he 
deliberately forced the retreating enemy to turn back and 
fight. * 

It is needless again to relate the uniixpocted march and 
countermarch which set the two grout armies drawn up 
within cannon-shot—the Roundheads amid the waving 
com on the southern slope, the Royalists on the flat and 
open moor from which the sun of a Hiill bloodless summer 
day was nlready beginning to sink. Whether, as Rupert 
proposed, the sun should In* again in ihe east before the 
Cavaliers charged into the corn, or whether, as Cromwell 
disposed, its last rays should light on liis own cuirassiers as 
they fell among the sqna<lrona on the moor, it was plain that 
evening or morning would see a notable slaughter among 
the chosen of tin* land. liong as the war ha.d lasted, no 
great battle had yet been fought to a Ijiiish. Waller had 
lust all liis infantry at Roniidway Down, but they had 
scarcely amounted to two thousand in all. At the great 
buttle of Edgehill, the infantry had on neither side paid 
the last penalty for tin? iniscnnduct of the horse, and at 
Newbury the hedges and the broken ground would, in all 
events, have prevented a gn'at disaster on the field. But 

iw were assembled, from north and from south, the picked 
men of tlie two pai’ties, stronger in numbers, stronger in 
experience of war than in anj' former battle, and set against 
each other on a plain where there was no shelter behind 
which repulsed regiments could rail}’, or fugitives make oflB 
unseen. Such was the place and such tlie hour in which, 
tor the first and last time, Tjeven and Rupert met on a day 
which was to prove the fatal climacteric of both their lives. 

It was already getting late when Lord Eythin came up 
with the last of the Royalist infantry from York. As Rupert 
and he were old acquaintances, having fought together in 
the Palatinate years before, the prince paid him the unusual 
compliment of asking his advice, in spite of the fact that he 

* This wonderful desf^itch illustratej* the ^reat fault of early 
seventeenth-century prose- --»o far superior to oufk in almost every 
other way—obsciurity arising from want of construction. Charles 
presumably winhed to make clear what he meant Rupert to do, yet 
the sentences are so involved that historians are Htill quarrelling as to 
what he did mean. 
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was Newcastle’s own military expert. Lord Eythin un¬ 
ceremoniously pointed out that the dispositipn of the troops 
on the paper which Kupert held in his hand did not 
correspond to their actual order on the ground, but that no 
rectiGcation of the line, still less any retreat from the 
hazardous position in which they stood, could now be made, 
since the slightest disarrangement ef the ranks would bring 
the enemy on them at push of pike before order could be 
restored. The troops must sleep in their ranks and attack 
at morning. Bupert took his chiding well and sat down ou 
the ground to supper, somewliat damped perhaps, but 
confident of making all good at daybreak. But his meal 
was still unfimshed when he leaped to his feet in sudden 
horror at a sight which he had not contemplated as possible. 
Birnam Wood was coming to Dunsinane, the Boundhead 
army was rolling down on to the moor. It is impossible now 
to say how great were the disadvantages under which 
Bupert’s carelessness or ignorance had placed the Cavaliers. 
Whether the marshalling of the army criticised by Eythin 
was really defective, whether the cavalry were so completely 
surprised that they obtained no impetus for their first 
charge, or advanced in real disorder, can never be certainl}*' 
stated. There remained only a few seconds before the 
opposing armies were locked together, and in that pregnant 
interval every man was too busy with what he himself had 
on hand, to take note of the general conditions of a battle 
that was joining with a crash over nearly two miles of 
ground. 

Bupert, in spite of his responsibility for the battle as a 
whole, rode out at the head of his hitherto invincible cavalry. 
Possibly, if the success to whic^h he was accustomed had 
followed his charge, the fact that he was in command of the 
army might have brought him back with more timely 
succour than he deigned to lend the foot at Edgehill and 
Naseby. But this time his horsemen had met their match. 
No ordinary strength could have turned to flight the men 
he led, * many of them, if not the greatest part, gentlemen; ’ 
but the lo^al co-operation of the Ironsides and the Scotch 
cavalry finally prevailed in a confused and protracted mvUe. 
The flower of the Puritanism of two counteies put to flight 
the flower of the chivalry of England. A detachment told 
off to follow the fugitives and prevent their rallying carried 
the pursuit far over the countryside. A mile behind the 
fighting line stood Wilstrop Wood, on the flat level of the 
moor. The flight of the horsemen was turned aside by this 
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obstacle, so that they ‘ fled along Wilstrop Wood side as 
* fast and as tlyck as could be.’ It is probable that many 
of them were here ridden down and shot; it is certain that 
a hundred and fifty years later sawyers at work in its 
gloomy shade found bullets cm'bedded in the trees. Eupevt 
himself, separated from all companions in the chances of 
the flight, escaped by leaping his horse over a high and 
dangerous fence into a bean field, where, sheltered by the 
growing beans, he ‘ played the creep-hedge,’ far from the 
battle where lie fain would have been. 

Rupert was not the only leader at tha't moment flying 
from this strange battle which made and sullied so many 
reputations. The victory which the Royalist ’cavalry under 
Goring achieved over less formidable opponents than those 
who had routed Rupert, exposed the llonudhcad infantry to 
a terrible ordeal. First Fairfax’s Yorkshiremen, then the 
Scotch reserves, turned and fled. One by one, as night fell, 
the regiments broke up and ran, till at last Leven himself, 
who could see nothing in the dubious light but his men 
making off the field, supposed that the battle must every¬ 
where be a rout, and fled fast and far—how far, let those 
inquire who laugh over the misadventures of good men. 
But, though Leven himself had gone, the chief work of his 
life, the Scotch army he had made, remained in force 
enough to save the cause of freedom. Three of his regiments, 
if the bravo old man had but known it, still stood like TOcks 
amid the flood, beating back the contiuuous storm of horse 
and foot. So weltered the battle in confusion and disaster 
for the Roundhead cause, when Cromwell, returning at the 
head of his cavalry, took stock of the victorious bands of 
Royalists ranging at large oyer the field, or fiercely grouped 
round the Scotch battalions at bay. In moments like this, 
which bewildered more experienced generals, Oliver still kept 
his head as clear and heart as undismayed as other men, two 
hours before, when they had first gone down shouting into 
the ordered battle. Keeping their men well in hand, the 
leaders of the Puritan cavalry conducted their operations 
with a methodical division of labour and precision of 
purpose which, at this stage of the fight, was sure to 
secure victory, and soon scattered the victorious Royalist 
horse. And now, by the light of a strong moon upon the 
shadowless open field, the reapers reaped through the short 
summer night the dreadful harvest. Newcastle’s white 
coats, the old guard of the northern Cavalier army, worthy 
of a more valiant leader, were cut down man by man as they 
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stood. When the sun came round again into the east, it 
saw, not Rupert leading his unconquered squadrons to the 
charge, but four thousand naked corpses, and wounded men 
without number, stretched \ipon the moor, where a little 
band of ghastly victors were orilering the files of captives. 

Meanwhile in York the ^ gentlemen came dropping in one 

* by one, not*'knowing but marvelliug and doubting what 

* fortune might befall one another.’ Rupert, after lonely 
adventures in the darkened hedgerows, found his way within 
the walls shortly before midnight. He was welcomed with 
tears by the uiisliepherded crowd that thronged the streets, 
waiting for some well-known voice to speak the word of 
authority whith could alone prevent further ruin and dis¬ 
persion. The moment put the leaders to the test of their 
true qualities. Newcastle, with an aristocratic selfishness, 
on a point ot* personal dignity worthy of Sir Willoughby 
Patierne, declared that * he could not endure the laughter 

* of th(! Court,’ and made off to Scarborough to take ship 
for tlie Continent. Rupert, gathering together all who 
would follow a drooping fiag, rode out of the city towards 
the north-west, which appeared to Ixim to be the safest 
direction for the retreat of the army. Ho halted at Rich¬ 
mond Castle, on the gi’oat rock round which the Swale 
sweeps out of its rugged valley into the plain of York. 
There, with one foot on the lulls ready for flight, he waited 
to give the scattered Cavaliers time to rejoin him. Then, 
turning his back on the lo^^t Ridings, lie led his broken 
forces up Wensle^dale and over the pass into North Lauca- 
stiire, whence after some time he effected a retreat into 
Wales. 

Such a crushing disaster, followed without a day’s respite 
by the perpetual worries and anxieties involved in the work 
of leading about a beaten army, for once told on the spirit 
of sober and cheerful endurance with which it was Rupert’s 
wont to take the blows of fortune. His friends confessed 
to each other with alarm that the temperance which, among 
other good qualities, distinguished him from Goring and 
Wilniot, had yielded to the cynical sensuality of a raau who 
had given up all true hope in life. Hut before winter fell 
Ru|>ert was once more master of liiuiself, luid never, amid 
all the storm of adversity through which he was yet to pass, 
did he again lose his self-respect. 

Marston Moor wade Rupert’s life a lailure, so far as any¬ 
thing so noble fails. His military reputation never recovered, 
and all that he loved even better than his own fame, the 
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friends who had always stood by him, the brother whom 
nothing could part from him, the uncle with whom he had so 
many lovers’ quarrels, all were involved in that common ruin, 
which in moments of depressioi;! he must have suspected to be 
the work of bis own hand. His sensitiveness on this point 
is pathetically suggesU^d by tb(' fact that, fur all the long re¬ 
maining years of his life, be carried about on his person that 
letter from Charles which he maintained to be an order to give 
battle, as a man carries the thing which in all the world 
touches him the* most dearly. Ele himself had a double 
share of the cup of bitterness mixed for his whole party on 
that fatal da}'. Indeed, life never smiled on him again. 
The years of pain and ])Overty, of perpetual fruitless 
endurance by land and sea, the death of Maurice, the 
thousand ignominies of a twice-exiled doubly homeless 
adventuri*r, are all to be read in Miss Scott’s well-told 
story. A.nd even after the restoration of the Stuarts 
Bupert had little joy in life. His misfortunes had made 
him sad and sardonic, though not wicked or cynical; and 
he regarded with increasing disgust a Court where power 
was usually obtained by statesmen as unprincipled as Digby, 
and fashion always set by gentlemen as licentious as Groring. 
And so, amid public duties performed without ambition, 
and private activities exercised without pretension, his life 
passed awa.y sadly, but nut ignobly, amid the memory of 
the better men among whom he had lived iu his hot youth 
and the beautiful old world which had sunk with the dying 
day off Marston Moor. 

But while this battle had ensured the destruction of that 
fair society which had kindled the ardour of Eupert's early 
idealism, it did not serve to establish on an enduring basis 
the principles for which Leven was contending. Indeed, 
from the moment when he was brought back to the field to 
find what a victory had been won, he and his cause began 
to be entangled in that iron net of political difficulties which 
Cromwell died vainly attempting to break. Leven was too 
old even to atteuipt to grapple with it; his ability to direct 
the current of events seemed gone. This short northern 
campaign had illustrated better than uiiy that had yet been 
fought the advantage of loyalty to principles over loyalty to 
persons; iu the south, blssex had himself shown too much 
of the Oxford spirit of Jealousy. But the divided minds of 
Rupert and Goring, Newcastle and Nythin, who followed 
the Earl in his flight ovcr'ean ‘from fho laughter <)f 
‘^he Court,’ had not been a match for the intense purpose 
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of Leven, Cromwell, and Yairfax. When, however, the 
scale of victory inclined towards the Parliament, this very 
intensity of purpose began at once to divide as strongly as 
it had before united. If in public life a principle that is 
believed like religion binds closer than personal ties, it also 
divides more iiTeparably. Tlie petty quarrels of the young 
men who scowled at each other aCross the king’s council- 
board, the contempt Eupert felt for Newcastle, and the fear 
Newcastle felt for Rupert, could never have set them to levy 
war on each other. Though such rivalry was one of the 
causes of failure, it would not have marred victory if victory 
had come. But, on the other hand, since Leven und his 
friends truly believed that Christ’s Covenant, signed publicly 
by all men, would prove the panacea for England as well as 
for his own country, while Cromwell believed no less that 
every man should make his own unsigned covenant with 
God, the day was not far distant when the victors of Marstoii 
Moor should meet again at Dunbar. From that moment 
there was no longer any real hope of giving a new direction 
to English history, and of completely rooting out all sacer¬ 
dotal tendencies from English religion. 

But Leven’s work was not in vain. He, more than any 
one man, had helped Scotland to save her national existence 
and her Covenant to be a Protestant people. Because in 
Scotland there was only one principle of Puritanism, that 
one principle became embodied in the national institutions. 
The fact, of which Carlyle is loud in complaint, that the 
Scotch Puritans never found a hero to lead them, though 
it resulted first in Dunbar and then in Bothwell Brig, did 
not prevent their final victory. In the hour of the first and 
greatest danger Alexander Leslie had served their needs on 
Dunse Law. And therefore he will never be forgotten by a 
people who, though now prosperously scattered over the 
face of the earth, remain a people still, because their 
ancestors, when Charles decreed that Scotland should be 
Scotland no more, gathered themselves together without 
counting the enemy or thinking on the penalties of treason, 
against a power which seemed overwhelming, but at day¬ 
break vanished like the mist. 
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Tn the year 1850 Mr. William Huggins equipped an 
observatory in connexion with his private residence at 
Tulse Hill. The instruments erected there were of the 
usual type, and they were for some time employed in the 
usual way. Transits were duly taken, occultations watched, 
planetary surfaces scanned, and delineated, with no im¬ 
portant result save the observer’s gaiu in technical skill. 
He was unsatisfied; vague promptings of originality pursued 
him. Uncertain what direction to take, sought about in 
‘ my mind,* he tells us, ‘ for the possibility of research upon 
‘ the heavens in a new direction, or by new methods.* New 
methods were not slow to present themselves. In 1859 
Kirchhoff discovered the key to the hieroglyphics of the 
solar spectrum, and the vast and varied realm of astronomical 
physics was thrown open for exploration and conquest. 

The invention of the prismatic mode of attack upon 
celestial problems marked a fresh epoch in science. By 
means of the telescope we leaxn the direction from which 
the heavenly bodies send us their light; by means of the 
spectroscope we learn what kind of light they send us. 
TOL. OXOT. KO. CCCXCIT. H H 
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The telescope serves for purposes of localisation, the spectro¬ 
scope for purposes of analysis. The nov^l principle thua 
introduced—that of investigating the nature of self-luminous 
bodies through the quality of their radiations—goes very 
deep, and leads very^ far; it has implications still dim, and 
consequences still remote; its horizons are indeed illimitable; 
and they dre^v onward from the 5rst all the more adven¬ 
turous spirits in the astronomical camp. 

None responded with more alacrity to this calling of the 
unknown than Sir William Huggins (to give him his present 
title). ‘ To apply Kirchhoff's method to the stars,’ was the 
ambition that laid hold of him. Under its impulsion he 
became the founder of sidereal chemistry. It was no easy 
task tliat he undertook. Stellar light-analysis strains the 
resources of liuman ingenuity, even now that its advance is, 
so to speak, through a settled country. But in those 
early days every step was tentative; no tracks had been 
laid down, no survey executed ; it was exploratory work, 
pure and simple. The difficulties besetting it may be illus¬ 
trated by the statement that from Vega, one of the three 
brightest stars in the northern hemisphere, we receive about 
one forty-thousand-milliontli part of the light imparted b}- 
the sun. And what was aimed at and substantially attained 
Was to derive from beams thus emaciated by distance and 
diffusion, information comparable to that afforded by the 
copious rays of our own splendid luminary. Not a mere 
superficial inspection of stellar spectra was undertaken, but 
their thoroughgoing interpretation. Hence special con¬ 
trivances bad to be devised for their comparison with light 
from terrestrial sources, by ^hicb to test the presence in the 
stars of materials occurring on .the earth. At the outset of 
bis investigations Sir William Huggins was aided by Dr. 
William Allen Miller, Professor of Chemistry in King’s 
College, London, a man of sound intellect and considerable 
experimental skill, although lacking the vis vivida of his 
younger colleague. But enthusiasm must have been con¬ 
tagious when ‘ nearly every observation revealed a new fact, 

‘ and almost every night’s work was red-lettered by some 
‘ discovery.’ Their preliminary results, communicated to 
the Kojal Society in January 1863, ^ established the im- 
^ portant, and, at that time, new fact, that all the stars 

* belong to the same order of bodies as our sun, and consist 
' of matter identical, at least in great part, with the 
‘ chemical substances which form the material of the solar 

* system/ 
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A pioneer rarelj keeps the lead in a second generation as 
•Sir William Huggins has done. We do not, however, 
propose here to follow the long course of his inquiries, or to 
enumerate the attendant disolosures. An authentic account 
of them is contained in the historical section of the ad¬ 
mirable voluine of which the title is prefixed to this article. 
It is designed to be thei first of a series o^ publications 
emanating from the Tulse ‘Hill Observatory; and we can 
only say that unless by its successors its merits tire unlikely 
to be surpassed. The combination which it presents of 
artistic beauty with scientific value is, within our experience, 
unrivalled. From the mere bibliophile’s point of view the 
hook is a treasure. Paper, type, binding, are all choice and 
delightful, while a feature of unique interest is added in the 
numerous incidental illustrations from Lady Huggins’s 
drawings, forming the headings and initials of the various 
chapters. They show us the picturesque aspect of the astro- 
physical scene of action~the wide sky, the trellised porch, 
the fair gai'deii with its lovelinesses and curiosities, including 
an armillary sundial more than two centuries old, and a 
hive for the abode of exemplary bees, austerely inscribed 
‘ Nil nisi labore.’ But the roses of forty years ago are no 
more; they have perished, asphyxiated by the insidious 
approach of mephitic London. And their decease is symp¬ 
tomatic of a deterioration in the transparency of the air. 
The ‘ seeing ’ at Tulse Hill is no longer what it was. Prom 
open country the district has passed to the suburban con¬ 
dition ; it has consequently forfeited its rural claim to 
exemption from city fogs, and impracticable nights succeed 
each other there with exasperating monotony. Yet the 
temptation to transplant tb^ observatory was most prudently 
i^esisted. The gain in such changes is problematical; the 
sacrifice certain. Habits of work are dislocated; inestimable 
time is lost; delicate human machines are perhaps deranged, 
to say nothing of accidents, incalculable in kind, inevitable 
of occurrence. Truncated careers have too often resulted 
from observational breaches of continuity, which should 
accordingly be sedulously avoided except under the ^foree 
majeure ’ of necessity. 

The results embodied in this volume cover thirty-eight 
years of uninterrupted progress—of progress in many 
directions, since the tree planted by Kirchhoff shows its 
abundant vitality by sending forth suckers and rimifications 
innumerable. And not a few owe their start to the eminent 
observer who may be said to have taken all the sidereal 
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heavens ‘for his province.’ Not, indeed, to the exclusion of 
the solar system. He originated the spectroscopic study of 
the planets; recognised the carbonaceous nature of comets; 
anticipated the prismatic method of observing prominences 
at the sun’s edge, first realised by Janssen and Lockyer; and 
invented, in ‘ daylight coronal photography,’ a plan of 
research which may yet pi-ove one of the most effective 
weapons in the armoury of solar physicists. The discovery 
of gaseous nebulae falls into line with the main trend of his 
activity, no less than his momentous application of the 
spectroscope in*1868 to determine the radial or ‘line of 
‘ sight’ velocities of the stars. Our immediate concern, 
however, is with his work in photographing stellar spectra. 
He was the first to attempt the task; he was the first to 
succeed systematically with it; liis skill in its execution has 
never been surpassed. The magnificent ‘ Atlas ’ just issued 
by him—the designation emphasises the fundamental im¬ 
portance of the graphical section of the volume—bears 
unimpeachable testimony to this skill. Nor to his alone. 
The name of Lady Huggins appears on the title-page, and 
it has a significance there which only a minority of readers 
can fully penetrate. Since 1875 she has been, on equal 
terms, her husband’s coadjutor, and wliile content to merge 
her initiative in his, she has known how to make its effect 
and influence tell as essential factors in the joint product of 
their labours. Apportionment of credit would be equally 
invidious and impossible. Suffice it to say that all belongs, 
in the truest and deepest sense, to each. 

‘ Spectrography ’ is the complement to spectroscopy. The 
examination of spectra through the medium of the camera 
does not supersede, but essentially completes, their direct 
observation, the ‘ chemical retina ’ being mainly affected by 
impressions to which the eye is blind. Invisible, like 
visible, light is subject to specific absorption by interposed 
vapours or gases, and thus comes to us from the stars 
variously inscribed with signs of detetminate meaning. 
But the messages arc shrouded and inaccessible to sight. 
They can only be read by the use of a sixth sense, the 
organ of which is the sensitive plate. Autographically 
printed they become legible, while, apart from some such 
intermediary process, they should remain for ever unread, 
and their content of knowledge undivnlged. Hence the 
urgent necessity for the developement of the new method. 

It is applicable besides to a considerable part of the visible 
specti’um, and can, by certain modifications, be rendered 
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applicable to the whole. And, even in direct competition 
with the eye, iU asserts a superiority scarcely qualified by 
some minor drawbacks. Visual impressions are evanescent; 
the memory may play fast anjl loose with them. Photo¬ 
graphic records are permanent; they can be measured at 
leisure, consulted again and again, and examined at long 
intervals, for the resolutiob of questions that •had not yet 
arisen when they were obtained. They are, moreover, 
objectively true; they escape the iullnence of subjective bias 
and personal en’or, and largely eliminate the effects of air 
tremors that baffle the eye in its efforts to interpret delicate 
spectral details. 

Sir William Hugginses a.doption, in 1875, of dry gelatine 
plates secured the future of celestial photography. For, by 
their substitution for the wet collodion plates previously 
employed, indefinite lengths of exposure became feasible, and 
the accumulative faculty of silver-bromide gained free scope. 
More, however, was needed for the satisfactory registration 
of the long range of ultra-violet light waves. Glass strongly 
absorbs them; it had therefore to be abolished in the special 
apparatus constructed for their analysis. A reflecting 
telescope with metallic specula replaced the customary 
refractor as the agent for their concentration; Iceland-spar 
prisms and quartz lenses—substances transparent to exces-* 
sively short undulations— served for their dispersion and 
transmission. Star spectra of unprecedented actinic exten¬ 
sion were by these means delineated, and proved highly 
characteristic, especially those of ‘ white stars/ like Vega 
and Sirius; for in them, on a brilliant background, a 
set of strong dark lines stood out, disposed in a deflnite 
harmonic order, at intervals narrowing continuously upward. 
Unmistakeably sequential to the four visible hydrogen rays, 
they formed with them the first recognised spectral series. 
That it should have been discovered in the stars is one of 
the most curious facts in scientific history. 

A spectral series is a group of ethereal vibrations connected 
by a numerical law so definite that from the wave lengths 
of the first pair tho^c of all the others can be inferred. 
They occupy places in the spectrum strictly calculable and 
surely occupied. A gap in their rhythmical progression is 
wellnigh unthinkable. Crowds of such series, belonging 
^to a variety of chemical substances, are now known. Their 
occurrence is evidently rooted deep among the essentials of 
molecular structure and movement. They hold the keys to 
baffling enigmas; *their study engages the attention of 
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experts; their explanation fascinates the assiduous thoughts 
of profound speculators. And this fresh st^t in terrestrial 
phjsics, so full of promise, so strangely suggestive, was due 
to the spectrographic impression of a hydrogen-star! Who 
could have ventured the forecasts 

In the paper containing, this annoancement, presented 
to the Royal Society in December 1870,* Sir William 
Huggins essayed an ‘ evolutional ’ arrangement of the stars 
on grounds supplied by his photographs ; he recurred to the 
topic in his address as President of the British Association 
in 1891, and it is treated of with some fulness in his recent' 
work. That sidereal bodies run through some course of 
developementr is undeniable. They undergo ‘ life changes ’ 
due to ^ the gradual diminution, terminating in total ex- 
‘ tiiiction, of their “ vital force,” as expressed by their 

* temperature, actual and potential.’ f Stars are cooling 
bodies. They continually and lavishly expend energy in the 
form of radiation, and no agency apparently exists by which 
any appreciable part of it can be restored. They pursue 
accordingly a downward slope towards darkness, which is 
the death of suns. No arrest of decay is possible. 

• ' Noctes iitque diet* jiatet utri janua Ditiii.’ 

The difficulty is to determine the successive gradations by 
which they descend thither. Here authorities are at 
variance. Some attribute <!omparative youth to classes of 
stars held by others to be verging on decrepitude ; the order 
of progressiuu laid down by one investigator is iiivei'ted by 
the next; there is total disagreement as to which are the 

* hottest’ stars. Ju a subject so new and complex, unani¬ 
mity of opinion, it is true, could scarcely be expected ; yet 
needless divergences have arisen through the neglect of some^ 
obvious principles adverted to by our present authors." 
Under their guidance, a few broad oonclusiona are, we 
believe, safely within reach; although many frontier 
problems remain, which we should vainly attempt to solve 
by a speculative coup de main, Fornial approaches must be 
made to them by the regular methods of experimental 
attack. 

The four spectral types, defined some thirty-five years 
ago by Father Secchi, still prescribe the main outlines 
of stellar classification. They have been variously and^ 


• Phil, Trans, vol. clxxi. p. 669. 
f UugginB, * Atlas of Spectra^ p. 67. 
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miuatelj subdivided ; but their large correspondence with 
facts remains unaltered. We may briefly remind our readers 
oi their distinctive peculiarities.'*^ The first type consists of 
white stars, with strongly absorbent hydrogen atmospheres 
(Sirius, Vega, Bige), are exadiples) ; the second, of solar 
stars, in which tine metallic rulings are prominent; the 
third, of red stars likecAntares and Betelgipax, showing 
banded spectra of undetermined chemical origin ; the 
fourth, of redder stars, their photospheres closely veiled by 
carbon vapours. This mode of grouping, then, remains 
* essentially fixed; and has proved a help, rather than a 
hindrance, towards the evaluation of minor differences. One 
of these is especially important. It depends upon the repre¬ 
sentation of helium in stellar spectra, and establishes an 
unmistakeable partition within the first type between ‘ Orion ’ 
and * Siriaji’ stars (as they may be conveniently designated). 
In the former kind, which prevails almost exclusively in the 
constellation Orion, helium displays conspicuous dai'k lines; 
ill the latter, patterned by Sirius, they are scarcely, if at all, 
perceptible. In the solar spectrum, as is well known, 
helium makes no sign, notwithstanding the profusion with 
which it occurs in the solar vicinity ; so that its disap¬ 
pearance from Sirian spectra does not imply its absence 
from Sirian atmospheres. 

Now ‘ helium ’ or Orion stars merge i mperceptibl}' into 
Siriaus, Sirian into solar, solar into ‘ Antarian ’ slars.f 
There is no gap in the ranks; no line of demarcation can 
be drawn between them. Tbe&e four great stellar orders 
are linked together by small marginal variations into a 
chain that cannot be broken. Their arrangement points 
obviously to continuous prijgression. But the progression 
might conceivably be in either direction—forward, from 
white to red suns, or backward, from red to white. We 
have, then, to seek out some trustworthy criterion by which 
to distinguish the beginning from the end of the long pro¬ 
cess of stellar developement. Looking at the matter in its 
wider bearings, we find two such available. 

One hundred and nine years ago, the conviction that 
nebulae are inchoate stars was forced upon Herschel by the 
irresistible logic of the eye. He met with them in every 
stage of condensation; he met with stars provided with 


* See No. 812 of this Journal, p. 416. 

t To borrow Sir Norman Lockyer’s convenient designation for 
third-type stars. Nature, May 18, 1899, 
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every form of nebalar appurtenance. His experience^ and 
the conclusion founded upon it, have since ^een amply con¬ 
firmed. The Mucid matter ’ of space is neither more nor 
less than slar-sj^awn. Small compact nebulas—those called 
** planetai'y' among others—may give rise to single stars ; 
while great nebulas seem tq be nurseries of entire stellar 
systems. Striking evidence to thra etfect is adduced by Di*. 
Roberts in the fine work the title of which is quoted among 
the headings of this article. His argument is pictorial. 
The perpetual recurrence, in all quarters of the sky, of 
curves and lines of equal stars, regularly interspaced, is ' 
attested by his plates ; he next points to similar configura¬ 
tions, likewise self-delineated, of stars just connected by 
thin threads of nebulous matter; finally, to corresponding 
arrangements of nebulous nodules along the structural 
groovings of vast hazy formations ; and draws the plausible 
inference that such nodules are embryo stars, which grow 
by consuming, and eventually survive, the nebultc they are 
embedded in. And this Heraoheliau method of demonstra¬ 
tion by the continuity of instances gains much stringency 
through the substitution of photographic for visual com¬ 
parisons. 

We may here pause momentarily to congratulate Dr. 
Itoberts on his achievements in celestial photography daring 
the last fifteen years. His leading aim has been the por¬ 
trayal of nebulae, and his results, published in two quarto 
volumes, dated 1894 and 1900 respectively, are a triumph 
of steady persistence over climatic disadvantages and dis¬ 
couragements, They are noteworthy for what they compre¬ 
hend no less than for what they exhibit and disclose. They 
may, indeed, be said to initiate 4hat photographic survey of 
the nebular heavens which will doubtless be carried out to 
completion in the twentieth century. What it will amount 
to can he gathered from the estimate of one hundred and 
twenty thousand as the number of nebulee lying within 
the photographic gi*asp of the three-foot Crossley reflector, 
lately mounted at the Lick Observatory in California. 
This instrument is of the same type as that in use at 
Crowborough, but greatly exceeds it in light-gathering 
power. 

To resume. Since stars develope out of nebulee, those 
with patent nebular relationships must be still in the 
formative era of existence. Their spectra, accordingly, 
belong to the earliest type. And it proves to be of the 
‘ Orion ’ pattern. Helium-absorption seems invariably to 
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characterise stars just emerging from the nebular matrix. 
As examples we may tahe the Pleiades, the entanglement 
of which in nebulto of all sorts and conditions is one of the 
most singular revelations of the camera. Nearly all the 
Orion brilliants, too, have nebular attachments, more or less 
close and obvious. The famous nebula in the Sword-handle 
is only the nucleus of a formation embracings wellnigh the 
entire asterism. Of prodigious extent and complexity, it 
constitutes a subordinate universe still partially chaotic. 
Within its compass, however, some luminous vortices have 
^ eddied into suns ’—such colossal suns aS Rigel, Bollatrix, 
and the three in the Belt—the light of which, in Professor 
Pickering’s opinion, probably takes a thoul^and years to 
reach us. Some of the Orion stars make local centres of 
concentration, and own individual misty appendages, while 
the nebulous affinities of others are more general and less 
visually apparent; but that stars and nebulm here combine 
to form a system on a prodigious scale, and of inconccivaUe 
organisation, can admit of no manner of doubt. And the 
stars are of the helium variety. So much for the application 
of our first criterion. 

That of the second is less easy, but leads virtually to the 
same conclusion. The principle involved is thus laid down 
by Sir William and Lady Huggins 

‘Successive evolutional stages of a stai’s life in the order of their 
sequence,’ they write, ‘ must clearly be along the line of changes 
which a star passe*; through in consequence of the gnadual exhaustion 
of its original store of energy by radiation. In a classification off^tars, 
that type of star must come f rst which we liiivc reason to believe to 
be the most diffuse, or, in other words, in the stage in wliich conden¬ 
sation iu least advanced. Kelativc density, as representing relative 
richness in potential energy, should be taken as the guiding principle 
of a natural system of classification. It seems clear that the earliest 
stars are not to be regarded as the hottest.’ (‘ Atlas of Spectra,’ p. 7G.) 

Nothing in cosmical history is, in truth, more certain 
than that luminous bodies condense with the efflux of time. 
For the steady pull of gravity compels the mutual approach 
of their particles, as the resistent energy imparted to them 
by heat is slowly squandered by radiation. Two forces are 
pitted against each other, one unwasting, its opponent 
unrecuperative. ^ Dissipation of energy ’ appears, to our 
limited apprehension, to be the law of the universe, and 
pari passu with its advance gravity infallibly gains tbe 
upper hand. Thus our sun was assuredly more tenuous a 
million years ago, and will assuredly be more compact a 
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million years hence, than it is now. And the same may be 
said of every star in the heavens. We capnot, of coarse^ 
infer an individual star to be younger than another merely 
because it is specidcally lighter, since primitive differences 
of constitution might largely modify single results. But if 
we find u low mean density tp be a distinguishing feature of 
a class of stars, we may securely conclude that the objects 
it comprises are near the outset of their careers as 
radiators. 

Now stellar eclipses afford a ready means of fixing, at any 
rate an upper liurit to the density of the bodies undergoing 
them. Their specific gravity—^so to call it—cannot exceed, 
although it may fall short of, a certain assigned value. 
This value proves to be extremely small. ‘ Algol-vai'iables,’ 
taken all round, are of less than one quarter the solar 
density; and the sun is but slightly heavier than an 
equally large globe of water, notwithstanding its metallic 
cqpstitution and the tremendous pressure of its volu- 
luinous strata. Transcendent internal temperature is thus 
indicated. 

A word about eclipsing stars. They are recognised as 
such by the sudden failures of light which overtake them 
at regular intervals of a few days or hours, while outside of 
these * minima ’ they shine with sensible constancy. Each 
thus shows itself to be a close binary system, revolving very 
nearly in our visual plane. And here the spectroscope comes 
in most opportune!}' to ratify what had already been less 
directly asserted by the photometer. For by its means the 
process is demonstrated of radial movements corresponding 
exactly to those assumed on the theory of occultations. 
Algol, in the head of Medusa, As the model of the class, 
which now includes nearly a score of members. It has a 
period of revolution of less than three days. Its eclipses 
occupy about ten hours, and they are produced by the inter¬ 
position of a dark globe almost the size of our sun. lu 
other cases a combination of two bright globes gives rise 
to similar, but easily distinguishable effects. The more 
attentively, in short, these wonderful objects are studied, 
the more various and interesting are found to be their 
characteristic phenomena. 

* They are marked out as in an early stage of growth, 
not only by their diffuseness, but also—should the views 
advanc^ by Dr. See, of Washington, prove sound—by the 
shortness of^their circulatory periods. If doable stars 
originate by the cleavage of a single primitive mass, and 
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Beparate through the reactive effects of tidal friction, then 
the most near^ contiguous are the youngest. To this 
category Algol-variables obviously belong; moreover, all, so 
for as present knowledge extends, give first-type spectra, 
and the two most closely scrutinised—those of Algol and 
\ Tauri—are included in the Orijon division. And, remarkably 
enough, just these couples have, according the recent 
calculations of Mr. H. M. liussell,* a mean density prac¬ 
tically the same, and only one-seventh tliat of water. Air 
compressed to one-hundredth of its ordinary volume would 
fairly represent their average consistence. "The circumstance 
is surely significant that just the two helium stars amenable 
to a determinate test should prove to be of* such extreme 
tenuity. The inference of a primitive condition for this 
stellar class, arrived at on other grounds, is, then, so far 
ratified, and may be admitted without hesitation. 

This suffices to establish a starting-point from which the 
procession of types advances, with a certain inevitablentii^s, 
through the ages. Not but that incidental modifications 
*mu 8 t arise; but the 3 ^ do not affect the general character of 
the changes supervening through slow cooling and con¬ 
traction. These, as already stated, lead without a break, 
by subtle gradations, from Orion to Sirian and solar stars, 
and onward to the Autarian family.^ In Sir William Hug¬ 
gins’s words: 

‘ The white stars, which are the most numemus, represent the early 
adult and most persistent stage of b-telhir life, the solar condition that 
of maturity and connneiiciiig age, while in the orange ami the red 
slurs wc see the setring-in and advance ot! old age.’ f 

Here we arc brought to a halt. Many stars with banded 
spectra—Antares, Betelgenx, 7 Crucis - -shine splendidly, 
despite the vaporous veils that impede and redden their 
beams. They are vastly, if not immeasurably, remote, and 
must hence be regarded as suns much more potent than 
our own. Assuredly 110 shadow of coming extinction has 
as yet fallen upon them. Yet it cannot be far off. How, 
it may be asked, are we to recognise its approach ? What 
are the symptoms of actual stellar decadence ? The con¬ 
jecture may be hazarded that‘long-period variables’ supply 
the missing link with totally dark stars. These extra¬ 
ordinary ol^ects are characterised by banded spectra of 
both varieties; they hibernate in obscurity usuall 3 ' during 

* Astrophysical Jounial, Dccemhcr 1899, p. 317. 

t lieport Brit. Associatiuti, 1891, p. 12. 
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several months, then flare up to a maximum, increasing 
perhaps hundreds of times in lustre, and finally subside back 
into inactivity. Mira Ceti, the first recognised periodical 
star, vividly exemplifies this strange aud inexplicable mode 
of behaviour, and it must be admitted that it has so far 
given no sign of failing vitality. But an acquaintance of 
two ccnturie8*i8 but momentary, Sstimated on the cosmic 
time^scale. Changes so extreme as those undergone by 
* Mira-variables ^ appear, indeed, destined to be transitory, 
and already one among them has, under the attentive eyes 
of American astronomers, ceased from its customary out¬ 
bursts. * T O^hiuchi ’ lies low at a permanent minimum; it 
will probably never again be seen to hang burnished in the 
sky. Its example lends countenance to the suggestion 
(which we do not claim as original) that variability preludes 
the final quenching of light. 

Since stars are cooling bodies, it might seem like a 
truism to assert that their temperature runs down con¬ 
tinuously from beginning to end of their careers. Yet the. 
truism would be untrue. Gaseous masses, in point of fact, 
gain by contraction more heat than they lose by radiation. • 
The principle upon which this curious result depends was 
made known in 1870 by Homer Lane, an American 
physicist. Whether eft not the sun still conforms to it is a 
moot point. The more probable view appears to be tlxat 
it has passed beyond the purely gaseous conditiou, in which 
case its thermal receipts no longer balance its expenditure. 
But the deficit, if deficit there be, is small. No rapid 
decline, and cer^iiily no appreciable increase, of heat is in 
progress. Such a condition of approximate equilibrium 
implies a maximum temperature. The sun never was, and 
never will be, much hotter than it is now. This significant 
conclusion was arrived at by Ritter eighteen years ago, 
and it is confirmed by photographic evidence of greater 
intrinsic brilliancy in solar than in white stars, now un¬ 
expectedly adduced by Sir William and Lady Huggins. 

* The photoflpboric radiation of the solar htars,* they say, * must be 
more intense than that of the white shirs, which come nearest to them 
in brightness as estimated by the eye, for the solar stars are relatively 
at an enormous disadvantage. They may be compared respectively to 
a sunlit sky as darkly perceived through a Venetian blind, and the 
same sky pouring its light through a window having no other obstruc¬ 
tion than the narrow bars between tlie panes. In the solar stars, tho 
light of the photosphere can only filter to us between the dark lines 
of a very dose absorption-screen, a screen of so close n grating that 
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Howland’s map of the solar s}>ectruni contains no fewer than some 
20,000 dark lines, each of wliich intercepts a portion of the light of 
tlie photosphere. . Now what is true of the very restricted part of 
the star’s radiation which ciin be perceived by the eye, is so, even in 
n greater degree, of tlic violet and ultra-violet parts of the spectrum/ 
(‘ Atlas of Spectra,’ p. 80.) 

Tbc strength, of this ultimate region, moreover, is dis¬ 
tinctively symptomatic of an elevated temperature. The 
radiative centre of gravity shifts upward with thermal 
exaltation. If this criterion be accepted, * we should have to 
‘ consider Procyon,* our authors continue, 

* as at a hotter stage than Vega, and that the highest stage of tempe¬ 
rature is reached in the true solar stage, of which CapelTa is typical. 
Then a fall of temperature sets in, as shown in the advancing enfeeble- 
ment of this part of the spectrum in Arctiirus, Hotelgeux, and 
Aldebaran/ (P. 85.) 

Their arguments, although materially reinforced by their 
plates, will not, we imagine, be very readily admitted. A 
counter-stream of opinion runs, just at present, very strong. 
Professor Scheiner, of Potsdam, alleged in 1894* certain 
facts connected with *the spectrum of maguesinm as demon¬ 
strating Sirian and solar stars to be superficially hotter than 
solar and Antarian stars. And Sir Norman Lockyer’s 
researches on the ‘ enhanced lines ’ of iron and other sub¬ 
stances have been similarly interpreted. The term ‘enhance- 
‘ ment,’ it should be explained, is used by him in this 
connexion to signify the relative gain in brightness of certain 
metallic rays with augmented electrical excitement.t They 
come out prominently in white stars, while their associates, 
which thrive best under moderate laboratory conditions, 
cbaracterise yellow and red. stars. To the former, accord- 
ingly, as the general upshot of these and analogous inquiries, 
a temperature is assigned not very different from that of the 
electric spark; to the latter, the considerably lower one, as 
it is supposed to be, of the electric arc. The difference, 
although undetermined and at present indeterminable, has 
an estimated range of several thousand centigrade degrees. 

But the problem cannot thus be solved offhand. It may, 
indeed, be regarded as established that early stellar condi* 
tions correspond in some degree with those prevailing where 
a high-tension current of electricity leaps from electrode to 
electrode, while in the atmospheres of later stars the state 

* ^ Sitzungsberichte dor prousa. Akad.,’ MUrz 1894. 

t The Sun's Place in Nature, pp. 294 et seq. 



The Evolution of the Stare. 


April, 


468 

of thin^ dominant in the arc ie more nearly reproduced. 
But the question remains whether variations of temperature 
are- solely, or even chiefly, responsible for the observed 
spectral diversity. Sir William and Lady Huggins strongly 
hold the negative view. 

‘ It in well known/ they wrije, ‘ that the moat nalient spectral 
difFerencea of different clasBes of stars'depend, in great part, upon 
different conditions of intensity and of breadth in a few lines of the 
same substances. Further, it in upon the conditions under which 
similar states of the lines can he artificially ])roduced in the laboratory 
that we have to base the views we form of the state ol things existing 
in the different stars. 

* Now, the twp main conditions of radiating and of absorbing gases 
which a^ect largely the characters of rheir sj^ectra are those of tem¬ 
perature and of density. Unfortunately, in laboratory work it is 
generally difficult to distinguish the effects which are due to tempera¬ 
ture frum those brought about by differences of clensity. Experi¬ 
mentally, it is often scarcely jwssible to alter one of these conditions 
witliont at the same time infnwiucing a change in the other. Jt is not 
easy, therefore, to avoi<l falling into the mistake of attributing to a 
change of temperature an alteration in the spectrum which is really 
due to a change of density.* (‘ Atlas of Spectra/ p. H9 ) 

They apeak with authority, for they Bucceeded, in 1897, 
in proving experimentally that changes affecting the spectrum 
of calcium, previously attributed to a raising of the heat- 
level, actually ensue upon a reduction of density in the 
emitting vapour; and they have further 

‘ reason to suspect that some analogous modifications which are well 
known in the spectra of inagnesiuni and iron, and which have been 
considered as criteria'of tenifierature, will be found, like those of 
calcium, to furnish indications mainly of states of density.’ (‘Atlas of 
Spectra,'p. 91.) 

If so, then the progressive changes in stelhir spectral tjpen 
cannot be accepted as thermometric indications. They 

depend rather upon the advancing condensation of stellar 
atmospheres. This, however, is retarded by increasing heat. 
And so temperature, ejected from the primary position 
alloted to it, takes up another of far from negligible 
importance. ‘ Driven out at the door, it comes in at the 

‘ window.' Nevertheless, as our authors insist, the main 

regulating power appertains to gravity. The incandescent 
vapours enveloping suns are kept by it from indefinite diffn* 
sion. Any addition to its effectiveness entails, emterie 

paribus, their increased concentration. And its effective* 
ness rapidly augments as the globes exerting it contract. 
The sun, when its diameter has shrunk to one-half its 
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pregent length, will possess a quadrupled surface-gravity; a 
ninefold value yill correspond to a diauieter of one-third, 
and so on. The contraction of a Sirian into a solar star 
involved, then, a compression of the absorbing layers pro¬ 
ducing the dark lines in its spectrum, quite likely to be 
accompanied by alterations of their relative intensities; 
while a concomitant and powerful cause of change was found 
in the quickened atmospheric circulation similarly due to the 
augmentation of superficial gravity. The primitively simple 
composition of stellar envelopes was thus replaced by marked 
heterogeneity ; hydrogen and helium no longer floated 
serenely alone; they were churned up with glowing metallic 
gases to form the mixed stratum showing the complex 
‘ flash spectrum ’ at the beginning and end of solar eclipses. 
To this growth in hett^rogcmeity the gradual enfeeblement 
and final disappearance of holiutn-absorpiion in aging stars 
may, with great probability, be attributed. 

Gravity is accordingly a potent factor in determining 
stellar types. But its gain of power in a single body, 
shrinking millennium by millennium into a smaller compass, 
has not alone to be considered. It varies enormously between 
star and star. How, it may be asked, dues diversity of mass 
act in producing spectral diversity? The answer universally 
given is that massiventiss delays developemimt—that a giant 
sun runs, indeed, through the same course as its lesser 
fellows, but at a much slower rate. Its time-allowance is 
supposed to be comineiisui'ate with its magnitude. This would 
be certainly true if temperature, as the current view assumes, 
prescribed the pace, since there can be no doubt that among 
coeval stars the most massive are necessarily the hottest. 
According to Ritter, ‘ the surface temperatures of two stars 
‘ of equal densities are to each other nearly as the square 
‘ roots of their masses.’ * Professor Perry has lately reached 
an analogous, though not an identical, conclusion,! Sir 
William and Lady Huggins express no dissent. Indeed, 
they tacitly accept the corollary drawn from it, that the 
developement of radiating globes undergoes delay propor¬ 
tionate to the qriantity of matter they contain. But this 
appears to us to involve needless difficulties. The spectra 
of double stars, for instance, present, thus looked at, intole¬ 
rable anomalies. 

The members of binary systems are virtual contem- 


* Astrophyaical Journal, vol. viiL p. 307. 
t Nature, July 13, 1899. 
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poraries. Their separate existence may even date from 
the very same instant. Spectral dissimilarities canhot, 
accordingly, be explained in them by literal differences of 
age. Nor are they likely to originate'iu chemical diversity, 
the stars being chips from the same block. Their study, 
then, just because change is reduced by their strict con¬ 
ditions to its elements, is of prime importance^ to our 
present subject. 

Double stars considerably unequal in light are often 
markedly unlike in colour. These contrasted pairs, beauti¬ 
fully exemplified by Albireo (/3 Cygni) in the beak of the 
Swan, are among the most exquisite of telescopic objects. 
Nor are they simply a delight to the eye. Their tints are 
no unmeaning kaleidoscopic display. They are apportioned 
systematically, and for deep-lying reasons. It is a fixed 
rule that, whero x>rismatic light is contrasted, the more 
refrangible share falls to the lesser star. The ‘ predominant 
‘ partner ’ being yellow or reddish, its attendant is blue or 
green; and this is the more remarkable from the total 
absence of blue or green stars elsewhere than in chromatic 
combinations. Moreover, they give corresponding spectra. 
Sir William and Lady Huggins, who have mode this branch 
of inquiry peculiarly their own, show that the redder and 
more powerful light-source is solar or Antarian, while the 
bluish satellite is Sirian in quality. In other words, the 
large star has progressed further in evolution than the 
small star. But, by the received opinion, the greater mass 
necessarily traverses its curriculum more slowly than the 
smaller coupled with it. Nor can it be argued that the 
proportion of mass reverses the proportion of brightness— 
that the fainter object may be the weightier body. All the 
evidence at command, direct and indirect^ goes to prove 
exactly the opposite. White stars undoubtedly contain the 
minimum of matter relatively to light. Sirius itself, the 
magnificent Dog-star, shines as fifty suns, and gravitates as 
two. The areal brilliancy of Algol is, by a strictly moderate 
estimate, seventy times that of our sun. Computations 
based on the revolutions of binary systems—computations 
derived from the statistics of stellar distribution—agree 
in proving orbs of the first type to be more conspicuous 
through radiation than powerful in attraction. This 
being so, we have no alternative but to reject as erroneous 
the current view as to the comparative rate of stellar 
developement. 

The truth seems to be that mass has an accelerative 
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I'atlier than a retardative influence. Of two unequal suns, 
emerging simultaneously from a nebulous condition, the 
larger effects the more rapid passage from type to type. 
The phenomena of double stars demonstrate that this is so. 
The principles enunciated by our authors convince us that 
it must be so; for spectral characteristics depend funda¬ 
mentally upon certain correlations of temperature with 
gravity, and the solar condition is reached when contraction 
has gone far enough to produce a given strength of surface 
gravity combined with a not overmastering degree of lieat. 
Now, in a large mass these conditions will be fulfilled with 
comparative promptitude; in a small mass much more tiiidil 3 '. 
The fornicr displays a solar spectnun countless ages before 
the latter hias ceased to shine with Sirian light. Here, we 
believe, resides the solution of the problem offei’ed by 
coloured star-pairs. And it is fortified by the hitherto 
unexplained circumstance tbat> solar stars, whether single 
or double, arc, on the whole, built on a more imposing scale 
than luminaries less mature and more diffuse. 'VVhat had 
looked like a formidable difficulty thus turns out to be a 
pertinent verification of the.thesis we are endeavouring to 
support, and of the broad scheme of evolution proposed in 
the sumptuous volume before us. 

llegarding the masses of stars with banded spectra wo 
have no direct information. From various tokens, however, 
we can gather that they are mostly very great. Bed suns 
mustf actually emit an enormous quantify of light; first, 
because their immobility proves them to be excessively 
remote; secondly, because their radiations are so extensively 
enci'oached upon ^ by absorption that they seem far less 
intense than they really are., Vet, since they 2 >roceed from 
globes well advanced in condensation, the quantity of 
included matter must be relatively large. They are, how¬ 
ever, not uufrequeutly acconqiaiiied by small Sirian stars, 
so that in their cases again, developemeut has obviously 
been quickened by the preponderance of gravity. Other¬ 
wise their connexion with objects in a primitive stage would 
be wholly inexplicable. 

Surveying the situation, we may finally' conclude helium 
stars to be the immediate iJrogeny of nebulai. Their 
acquisition of a photosphere—the specialised organ of 
radiation—definitely marks the transition. IIow this is 
accomplished cannot easily be conjectured; enough that 
the possession of such a shining integument distinctively 
marks a sun. From helium stars, as we have seen, Sirians 

VOL. rxcT. NO. nccxon. 11 
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insensibly develops; £rom Sirian stars, solar; from solar, 
Antarian luminaries. The links are never broken f the 
steps never omitted: no short ways arc practicable. Solar 
stars cannot, apparently, spring straight from nebulee; 
Antarian are never derived from Sirian stars. The law of 
transformation is strict; j'rab, pupa, and imago succeed 
each other ^ith scarcely more uaevitablenesa than do the 
stellar varieties. An ‘ order of nature ’ has plainly in each 
case to be obeyed. 

There are, it is true, outlying groups, the genetic 
relations of which remain obscure. But this is only what 
might have been expected. Sooner or later, Nature is sure 
to break though the trammels of routine. In all her 
operations a certain exuberance is visible. • They cannot be 
reguliited by the iron drill which our narrow conceptions 
would impose upon them. Freedom most be allowed for the 
unfolding of creative rosonrees. Their affluence, indeed, is 
often such as to baffle speculation. The ‘ carbon-stars,’ for 
instance, have pot> so far been satishictorily adjusted to any 
evolutionary system. They originated probably under special 
conditions. Father Secchi’s ^ early observations of thin 
bright lines in their spectra have been lately condrmed by 
a striking set of jdiotographs taken by Professor Hale 
with the Yerkes 40-inoh refi-actor. No chemical inter¬ 
pretation has been found for these peculiar rays, and they 
seem independent of the absorption-bands, which emphati- 
.cally assert the presence* of carbon in some shape. •Iron, 
calcium, sodium, and. magnesium contribute besides to a 
spectrum of dusky lines, distinct from those of bands and 
bright'lines, and perhaps, regionally, far apart from them. 
These stars, owing to the heavy toll le^ed on their blue 
light, are extremely red; some glow like carbuncles in the 
dark teFescopic field. They are, moreover, eminently 
variable, both irregularly and periodically. Professor Vogel 
co-ordinates them with the Antarian class, throwing open 
for the descent of suns to ‘cold obstruction ’ either of*these 
alternative routes. Sir Norman Lockyer, on the contrary, 
places the two varieties as widely asunder as possible, the 
Aiitarians at the very outset, the carbon stars close by the 
terminus *of stellar life. Sir William and Lady Huggins 
refrain, for the present, from expressing any opinion osi the 
subject. To us, one thing seems clear. Banded spectra, in 
a broad sense, go together. They represent, to some extent, 
corresponding epochs of growth. If one kind of red stars 
are immature, the other kind are assuredly not decrepit. 
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Siniilarity in colour, in light-cliango, in generic spectral 
character, unite jn testifying to their affinity. We cannot, 
then, but regard as entirely inadmissible the sujiposition 
that Antarian ^tars are the most diffuse, carbon stars the 
most condensed of sunlike boSiea, They do not, indeed, 
merge togethe»; they can scaijcely be related by descent; 
they represent, in all lik^ihood, collateral branches of the 
sidereal family. Antarians, as we have seen, may be 
regarded as solar stars past their prinn*; but where are 
we to find the progenitors of carbon stars ? No safe 
answer presents itself; for only by a hazardous conj(!(!ture 
can they be identified among the ‘ Wolf-Eayet ’ class. 

Three small stars were noticed as sjiectroscojjic curiosities 
by MM. Wolf and Rayet at the Paris Observatory in 1807. 
Their light, when dispersed by a prism,* was perceived to 
consist in large measure of a blue and a yellow band; and 
the trio formed the nucleus of a battalion now raised to a 
strength of nearly one hundred. Limited to the Milky 
Way and the analogous formsitions known as the Magellanic 
Clouds, they tend to collect in groups, like clumps of 
flowers along the banks of a stream ; as if special celestial 
soils or aspects were needed for their thriving. None vary 
sensibly in brightness; none are known to be double or 
multiple: and all emit fundamentally the same quality of 
light. are visible to the naked eye, and only one 

conspicuously so. This is the glorious <y Argus, one of the 
notabilia of the southern hemisphei'o, its spectrum ablaze* 
with azure and gold. Now, some of the Wolf-Rayet lines 
match in position those of the bright rays in carbon stars ; 
and the connexion, although slight,, may prove significant. 
It deserves, at any rate, carefinl investigation. 

To planetary nebulae, on the other hand, Wolf-Rayet stars 
are spectroscopically quite closely akin. Yet even here the 
part of Hamlet, so to speak, is omitted. There are no 
nebuhim-TSLys in the stars; they arc predominant in the 
nebulH. Nor are the stars visibly nebulous. They come to 
a sharp focus on a clear sky-ground, although the spectro¬ 
scope has shown one of them to be enwrapt in a vast 
hydrogen envelope.* A genetic bond may, nevertheless, 
subsist. For every ‘planetary’ includes a central star, 
destined to grow, presumably, by absorption of its misty 
surroundings. On the exhaustion of this pabulum should 
■ensue the disappearance of its characteristic green rays, 

' * Detected in 1893 by Professor Campbell of the Lick Observatory. 
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while the surviving light would be purely stellar. It 
might very well be of the Wolf-Rayet quality; but there 
must be a suspension of judgement in the matter until 
spectrograms of nebular nuclei can be produced in evidence; 
and they are obtainable only with two or three of the 
largest telescopes in the world. • 

One feature of the Wolf-Rayet stars is too profoundly 
siguiiicant to be passed over in silence. Their spectra 
include a second series of hydrogen lines. Thesf? are un¬ 
known in the laboratory; the resources ol chemical art are 
unavailing to educe them; they remain, so far, entirely 
exotic, and strange to terrestrial experience. Discovered by 
Professor Pickering in 1896, they may fitly be designated 
the ‘Pickering Series,’ to distinguish them from the 
‘ Huggins Series,'* first spcctrographically observed in white 
stars. The common origin of the two sets is assured by the 
linked structure of the fonnulDe representing their ‘ wave 
numbers.’ It is absolutely uninistakeable. Absorption by 
cosmic hydrogen shows, besides, in a few early Orion stars, 
either still nebulons, like the multiple object 6 Orionis, at 
the core of the ‘ Fish-mouth ’ nebula (a fine spectrograph of 
which is included in the Tulse Hill Atlas), or open to 
vehement suspicion of nebular proclivities. The conditions 
iiupliciiied can only be guessed at; they may be chemical, 
thermal, electrical, or magnetic; no means are at hand by 
which to decide. « 

This is not the only recent discovery of interest in 
primitive celestial chemistry. The foundation of the Isaac 
Newton Studentship at Cambridge, and the donation of a 
splendid astro-photographic apparatus to the Royal Obser¬ 
vatory at the Cape, attest Mr. Frank McClean’s zeal for 
science less effectively than his own personal exertions. The 
unique distinction belongs to him of having spcctrographically 
surveyed the entire heavens. iJe employed for the purpose 
the ‘objective-prism method,’ which economises light, and 
abolishes the ‘ slit ’ with its manipulative difficulties. TThere 
arc, indeed, drawbacks to these advantages; but we cannot 
here stop to discuss them. Suffice it to say that, transport¬ 
ing his great prism to the Cape, and mounting it there in 
front of a refracting telescope equivalent to that in his 
observatory at Tunbridge Wells, he finished on a uniform 
plan the formidable task of recording single-handed the 
spectra of all the stars in the sky down to 3^ magnitude. 
The ensuing publications, which include valuable sets of 
plates reproduced directly from his negatives, are named at 
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the head of this article; and their distinguished merit was 
last year recognised by the award of the Royal Astronomical • 
Society’s Gold Medal. Among the results may bo specified 
as of leading importance: First, Mr, MoClean’s conclusion 
for an evolutionary stellar an aiiffemcnt substantially identical 
■with tliat expounded in the foregoing pages. Seeoiidly, his 
demonstration of the strong sw.iy exercised ov(jr tlie distri- 
bntioii of helium stiirs* by the Milky Way, especially in the 
southern hemisphere. Thirdly, and chiefly, the det^'ction of 
oxygen us an ingredient of stellar atmospheres. 

Oxygen is pre-eminently the vital elrtiiienl. ]>y its 
ceaseless activity the round of life is maintained. - There is 
no breatl^ng, there is no burning without ii. .Tlie com¬ 
petitive aflinities for it of other elements, their cravings 
for union witli it, form the mainspring of organic chemistry. 
Its geological function is of no less moment. Almost luilf, 
by weight, of the earth’s superficial crust consists (»f oxygen; 
eight-ninths of the ocean; two-sevenUis of the atmosphere. 
Thus the original supply must have been enormous. Not 
only were the avid demands of an incalculable quantity of 
silicon, calcium, magnesium, carbon, and b^drogeu satisfied 
from it, but there remained free a copious store as a reserve 
for special purposes. It is curious to reflect how completely 
they would have been frustrated had tlnuo been none to 
spare. If all the available oxygen Lad been burnt up with 
hydrogen, life as we know it could never Lave existed on our 
planet. The presence of a surplus w'as a condition tiine qua 
non of its possibility. The more equivalence of tho two 
gases must have hopelessly blighted the larger prospects 
of terrestrial vitality. These accordingly dojKuided upon 
adjustments of a kind far from obviously necessary, Avliich 
cannot, without extreme temerity, be assei'ted to have been 
brought about in other globes. 

Until lately, cosmic oxygen eluded research. Fallacious 
identifications of its distinctive lines in the solar spectrum 
were, indeed, announced from time to time, and were succes¬ 
sively consigned, as pseudo-discoveries, to the lumber-room 
of astronomical history. Finally, in 1896, MM. Rungc and 
Paschen* found a genuine, although a barely noticeable 
coincidence. Far down in the red, three Fraunhofer lines, 
not of telluric production, precisely reverse an oxygen 
triplet. But this is a mere remnant of the oxygen inscriptions 
in certain stars. Mr. McClean first recognised them in his 


* Astrophysical Journal, vol. iv. p, *317. 
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spectrographs of those of the helium class, notably of 
^ Crucis; then, less easily, in 7 Argus, the Wolf-Rayet hicida^ 
The discovery has been appropriately confirmed by Dr. GrilPs 
initial experiments with the new McClean instrument ;* and 
obtained an independent certificate in Sir William and Lady 
Huggins’s spectrogram of Lyrset showing oxygen-lines 
more refraugi^ble Ilian any impressed on the McClean plates; 
while their further notice of absorbent action by ^^itrogeu in 
the spectra of Rigel and Bellatrix (typical helium stars) 
extended almost to eoinpleteness the representation of our 
atmospheric gases in the suns of space. Nitrogen is not 
visibly a solar constituent; { ^^'d. oxygen, as we. have just 
intimated, barely be reckoned as such. Both E^i^bstances, 
in fact, like heliuni, and hydrogen in the * cosmic ’ state, 
characterise the yoatiyt:ttt stars. Stellar evidence of the 
association of*argon with nitrogen, so curiously manifested 
terrestrially, may yet b(‘ forthcoming, 

A group of unsurp.issed interest remains to be noticed— 
that funned by the ^ briglit-lino helium stars.’ The shifiiug 
of vivid luys in stellar spiudra is the outconn? of conditions 
probably by no means uniform. They are iiresent normally 
in carbon stars ; they emerge in connexitm with the luminous 
surgiiigs of ‘ Mira-variables; ’ they exist, sub-sensibly, in the 
sun itself; but reach their acme in nascent globes. Early 
bright-line stars, apart from those of the Wolf-Rayet 
variety, are essentially of the ‘ Orion ’ stamp. They display 
mixed spectra, duo to absorption by hydrogen und helium, 
sometimes by oxygen _and nitrogen as well, combined with 
emissions from hydrogen, helium, and even from glowing 
metallic vapours. That singirlar object Lyrm, variable in 
thirteen da}a; ‘F Cygui,’ a sts\r with an historical Hturm 
und Drariy period; and 7 Cassiopeim, a perfectly steady 
radiator, are fine specimens of the class. But it is exem¬ 
plified in a still mort' extraordinary maimer by such ‘ blaze 
stars ’ as Nova Aurigai, shown by spectrogmphic surveys 
to be no uiicuiumon apparitions among the lowef stellar 
ranks. Among the Pleiades, Alcyone and Pleione give out 
hydrogen rays, possibly as a survival of a state of incan¬ 
descence once prevalent througliout the cluster. Yet this 
is highly uncertain. The feature, although congenital and 


* Aatrophysical Journal^ vol. x. p. 272, 
t Aatronomiache r^achrichten, No. 8583. 

- t Negative npectroscopic evidence afibrds no ground for infwring 
the physical abs^c&of the luminously inactive subsUince. 
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likely to be traiisiontj developed, there is reason'to think, 
only exceptionally. The circumstances attending its origin 
arc very imperfectly understood, but form an invititig subject 
of research. Bright-line spectra contain a great variety of 
suggestive detail. The rays in them are often displaced, 
and not by radial motion ; they^ are occasionally ‘ multiple 
‘ and manifold,' each a stmcture built of complex reversals, 
dark and bright alternately- The appearances might be 
explained by the perturbing action of a strong niaguetic 
field; but the rationale awaits verilication- The presence 
or ah&euce of familiar and obvious polarisiutiou-elfocts will 
serve to test its truth ; and their detection would be of far- 
reaching import in the st\idy of cosinical physics. That 
electricity plays a leading part in <leteriijiiiing the varieties 
of sidereal genera no steady thinker can doubt; but the part 
cannot at present be defined. Knowledge is iaadecpiaW for 
the purpose. Hence it appears more philosophical to 
neglect its power than to anticipatt; its nature. No ojnK>r- 
tunity,- however, tor illiuninati ug the obscurity of the 
subject should be missed; iind one of considerable promise 
seems offered by experimental inquiries into the possible* 
magnetic relations of bright-line stars. 

‘Atom-born* though he be, and ephemeral, man canuol 
refrain from the attempt to trace the dim procession of 
things across the stage of time- lleiiiemberiiig all it 

may involve, tlie lu'ofusioii of c<uitrivaiice, the vital possibili¬ 
ties, the unimaginable destinies of rational creatures, even 
the mysterious prospect of what wo may ourselves.encounter 
when we have ‘ ('rossed tlie bai',* we cannot but "regard the 
scene with awe. Have w(} perhaps presumed too much in 
evoking it? Surely not. We have, in truth, no choice. 
Our minds are so framed that we must confront tlie infinite, 
gazing, ‘ with a wild surmise,* ft'om the brink of death out 
into eternity. The visible universe itself leaves us un¬ 
satisfied. The 

‘ Ever-i:ano|))’iiig tloiiic 
Of {ictH Olid agCM yet to come ’ 

cpntracts, in our final contemplation, to 

‘ A globe of dew, 

Killing in the morning new 
Some ey'd flower.’ 

For what we can perceive to be limited seems small; what 
we can forecjist the eiid of seems short. 
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Akt. IX.—1, Declarations between the Governments of Great 
Britain and the German Empire relating to the Demarca¬ 
tion of the British and German Spheres of Injlmnce in the 
Western Pacific, and to Reciprocal Freedom of Trade and 
Commerce in the British and German Possessions and Pro¬ 
tectorates in these Regions.' Parliamentary Paper, Western 
Pacific, No. 1. London : 188(). , 

2. Agreement between the British and French Governments 
relative to the New HeRrides, 1887 and 1888. Parliamen¬ 
tary Paper, France, No. 1. London : 1888. 

3. Final Act of the Conference on the Affairs ’of Samoa. 
Parliamentary Paper, Samoa, No. 2. London :*18flO. 

•1. Convention and Declaration between Great Britain and 
Gcrniang of Novtiiihcr It, ]8S>0,/or the Settlement of the 
Samoan and other Questions. Parliaincntai'y Paper, Ger¬ 
man}*, No. 1. London: 1895>. 

r». The Caroline Islands: Travel in the Sea of the Little 
Lands. By F. W. Cjikistiav, B.A., Baliiol College, 
Oxford. London : 1899. 

0. Jm.i' Antipodes. Emjnetes Coloniales i Nuiivelle-Calddonie). 
Par Jean Caroi.. ‘ Lc Temps.’ Paris: 1899-1900. 

'\^’'hen Vasco Nunez first sighted, in 15L5, the great 
’ Mar del Zur from the summit of the Darien isthmus, 
little did that early pioneer dream of the vastness or pro¬ 
fundity of the immense oceanic area which must bo traversed 
before the Asiatic Indies could be reached from the western 
shores of the new world. But, although Nufiez was the 
first European to construct and navigate small vessels on 
the Avaters of the newly discovered sea in lolC, it was 
reserved for Magellan, some five years later, to effect an 
entrance with his ships into .what he christened ‘ El Mar 
‘ Pacifico.’ The tortuous strait which he j)enetrated still 
bears the name of that intrepid Portuguese navigator, who 
naturally supposed the inhospitable Tierra del Fuego, which 
is so narrowly separated from the then named ‘ Patagonum 
‘ I'Cgio,’ to form an outlying portion of the great southern 
continent—Terra Australis incognita—which, from the days 
of Marco Polo, was universally understood % geographers 
to extend into these latitudes from the neighbourhood of 
the Antarctic Circle. ■ . 

It is remarkable that, during the whole of ^his passage 
across the Pacific, Magellan seems only to have 'sighted but 
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two solitary islands, at some distance apart—‘ las islus 
‘ DesventuradaSg* which have not jot been satisfactorily 
identified—before reachinjj the Ladrones and the Philip¬ 
pines, where he met with his death at tlie hands of the 
Zebu natives in the island of Mactaii after accomplishing 
the first circumnavigation of the world- The first ad¬ 
venturer to follow Magellan’s ’footsteps in t^e Pacific was 
Alfonso dq Salazar, in 1525 ; and within the years 1528-21) 
Alvaro do Saavedra, sailing from Mexico, discovered the 
Uluthi group, Ilogolu or liuk, and Ualan or Knsaie, all in 
the Caroline archipelago, and reached the shores of New 
Cuinea; while Diego Hurtado and JA'rnando de (Srijalva, 
when searching for the illusivt; Terra Australis, found the 
island of St. Thomas in 20’ soutli latitude. After him, 
Villalobos and Legaspi made fivsb discoveries on iheir way 
to the Philippines from New Spain, in these waters, of which 
Yap was the most important. 

In 1507 Moiidaha, starting from Callao, discovered 
Ysabel and Cuadalcanur, two of the 2 >re£cnt Soloiiiou gri>up, 
as well as ihe Jsla grande de Santa Cruz; and next our 
gi*eat countryman, Di-ake, in his famous privateer, the 
‘ Pelican,’ entered the South Seas, ujorc. perhaps, in pursuit 
of the Spanish galleons and plunder than from any particular 
love of geographical cxploratioji. 

Mendafui, on another voyage to ('oluniso the Solomons, 
discovered the Marquesas group before losing his sliij) and 
his own life at Santa Cruz in 1595; and thus it came to 
puss that, by the end of the sixteenth contnry, not a tithe 
of the innumerable grouj>s of isLinds and islets, with which 
we now know the western portion of the Pacific to be 
studded, was known to tlie map-makers of Europe. In 
1505 t^uiros also fell in with the Ngatik group, which he 
called Los Valientes, from the warlike chaiucter of the 
natives he found there. 

At the commencement of the seventeenth century the 
passage of Torres through the strait now bearing his name 
proved the separation of New Guinea from Australia; and, 
in the same year (lOOG), Quiros added to his chart the Islas 
de Quiros, Taumaco, and some lands which he designated 
Terra Australis del Espiritu Santo, now recognised as the 
largest islands of the New Hebrides. After him, fresh 
discoveries w’ere made in these seas by Lemaire and Schouten, 
among which was the group known to us as the Lord Howe 
Islands. 

Abel Tasman, starting from Batavia in 1042, not only 
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discovered Van Diemen’s Land, but steered an adventurous 
course into the Pacific, and first set foot iy New Zealand, 
whose western shore he coasted to Gape Maria Van Diemen, 
sighted the Three Kings Islets, and then, proceeding in a 
north-easterly direction, passe’d within the tropic, where he 
found a number of small islands, Plystaart, Amsterdam, 
and Rotterdain, since known as the Friendly or Tonga 
Islands. Sailing thence more westerly he met with a fine 
group, the Prinz WilJiolm’s Isles, more familiar to us as the 
Fiji Islands; and, on his homeward track, he sighted Horn 
Island, one of the New Hebrides, and passing the Fifteen 
Islands of Schouteii, returned to Batavia by the northern 
coasts of New'Britain and New Ireland. In 1G8C a small 
island to the south of the Mariannes Wiis found, and called 
Carolina, from w’hich the name became applied to the whole 
archipelago. Dampier’s explorations in lfi88 did not ex¬ 
tend eastwards beyond New Britain, which .until his visit 
was supposed to be a portion of N<‘W (Guinea. 

Meantiims wliile these explorations were being pursued 
in the Paeihe, various portions of Austi'alia wove being 
visited, mostly by Dutcli voyaj^ers. Among these may bo 
mentioned the Terra do Concorde or Endraclft, in 1G16; 
Arnhem, so named by Zeachen, in 1018; Leuwiii, by Endels, 
ill 1018; Nuit/, by Peter Nuitz and De Witt, in 1027 ; and 
^Carjieiitaria, by Peter Carpenter, in U)2S- Tht! whole of 
tlie above lands, together with Van Diemen’s Land, were 
now regarded as rc>rnjiijg one solid continent under the 
name of New JJolIainl, with which New Guinea iriight or 
might not he connected ; for the passage of Torres through 
the strait separating Australia from New Guinea was still 
ipikuown in Europe, Ids reports having nimained buried in 
the archivers at Manila. When writing in 1774 the geo¬ 
grapher De Freville, who had then learnt of (book’s passage 
through Endeavour Strait iu 1770, did not know whether 
Tasmaiiin was united to New Holland : ‘ On ost aujouinl’hui 
‘ bien assure qn’im detroit la separe de la Nouvelle-Guinde, 
. * au Nord; mais il est encore doutenx si, vers le Sud, elle se 
‘ joint a la terre de Diemen.’ 

In 1721 Admiral Itoggewifi was despatched by the Dutch 
East India Company to search for land, said to have been 
discovered by Captain Davis in 1680, and he discovered a 
number of island groups on his way to New Guinea. We 
now enter upon the period of more scientific voyages under¬ 
taken by the governments of European nations for the 
systematic exploration of unknown waters. The first of 
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these was an English expedition under Commodore lijron, 
who, passing through the Strait of Magellan, in 1704, with 
the ships 'Dolphin’ and ' Taiuar,’discovered the islands 
named Disappointment, George, Prince of Wales, Danger, 
Duke of York, and Byron. The ' Dolphin ’ was again sent 
out under Captain Wallis, with the ‘Swallow’ under 
Ca]>tain Carteret. Walli# discovered, among inaiiy islands 
of lesser note, the since famous island of Tahiti, returning 
home in 170S. Carteret likewise made several iumv dis¬ 
coveries, sailed tluough (he strait between New Britain and 
New Ireland, and reached England in 1700. Meantime, 
Bougainville had closel>' followed in the wake of Wallis with 
‘ La Boudeuse ’ and ‘ L’fitoile/ and, after disitjovering the 
Low Islands, made some stay at Tahiti, visited the Naviga¬ 
tor’s Islands, and passed between the New Hebrides—‘ Lcs 
‘ grandes Cyclades’—failed io penetmte Torres Strait, 
coasted by the Louisiades, and arrived in Prance in 1700. 

(kiptain Cook’s voyages, however, far surpassed in iiiii>or- 
iance all jirevious exjdorations. His Krsi expeditiun, in the 
‘ Endeavour,’ was undertake) for the purpt»se of observing 
the transit of Venus at Tahiti, which had just been dis¬ 
covered b}' Wallis. The (mnsit was duly observed in April 
1 709, and then Cook proceeded on his celebrated voyage of 
exploration. 

‘ He discov^aeil the Soeiety IhIhikI.-, determined the iiisulurit} o£ 
New Zealand, discovered the strails which separate the two islands and 
are called after his name, and made a comjdotc survey of butli. lie 
afterwards explored tlie ea&te.ni coast ol'New Holland, hitherto unknown, 
through ail extent of twenty-seven degiees of latitude, or iij»wards of 
two thousand iiiih's.' 

Cook’s second expedition b‘ft the (’ape of Good Hope in^ 
1772 ill search of the southern coiitintmi. It consisted of 
the ships ‘ Kesolntion ’ and ‘ Adventure,’ which again visited 
Tahiti and the Tonga Islands. After another search for 
Antarctic lands in high latitudes Cook again returned 

c* o 

to the tropics, discovered, among others, Palmerston and 
Savage IsLands, visited the New Hebrides, and, above all, 
discovered and partially explored the north-east coast of 
New Caledonia. The important additions Cook made to the 
charts of the Pacific have never been equalled in any single 
‘voyage.- Cook’s last and fatal voyage was devoted to the 
exploration of the North Pacific, with which we are not 
concerned at present. 

The voyage of LaPerouse in the ‘ Astrolabe,’and Captain 
de Lahgle in ‘ La Boussole,’ obtained unusual notoriety 
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from the mysterious disappearance of tlie ships. After 
leaving Sydney, New South Wales, in 1788, nothing was 
heard of their fate for many years. It was known that 
Captain de Laiigle, the naturalist, M. de Lamauon, and 
nine sailors had already been massacred at Tutuila, in the 
Samoan Islands, before reaching Sydney, but it was not 
until 1826 th^t Captain Dillon foiMid the wreckage of the 
'Astrolabe' and 'Boussole’ at the island of Vanikoro, the 
southernmost of the Santa Cruz group. The ‘ llecherche' 
and ‘Esperance,' under Admiral d’Enirecasteaux and Huon 
Kermadcc, were «ent from France io attempt to ascertain 
the fate of La Perousc in 1791. They returned in 1794, 
after making, valuable discoveries; but the voj'age was 
disastrous, as both the commanders and half the original 
crews of the two vessels lost their lives. The next explora¬ 
tions of note in the Western Pacific are those of the Russian 
captains, Krnseiisteru and Liitke. The results of their 
labours were tlic firptfruits of the nineteenth century, and 
another Russian, Von Eofzebue, son of thu well-known 
author, made successful discoveries with the ‘ Rurick/ in 
the Radack Channel, the Low Archipelago, and the Caro¬ 
lines in 1818. Kotzebue's explorations were continued in 
another voyage,- 182iJ-1826, wljcn important surveys were 
made of various groups, especially those of the Navigator 
^ Islands and the Ladrones, which had already been visited 
by the scientific expedition of Louis de Freycinet in 1819. 
Another famous expedition Avas that of Captain Dumont 
d'Urville, also in search of La Perouse's ships, in which 
many important additions were made tp the chart of the 
Western Pacific. On reaching Sydney Captain d'Urville 
heard of Dillon’s discoveries at Vanikoro, whither he pro¬ 
ceeded and rescued many relics of La Peronse. The cur¬ 
rents and magnetic variation of this portion of the Pacific 
were also examined and charted carefully by Captain 
Duperrey in 1822 to 182/>, and a second expedition under 
Captain d'Urville, 1837 to 1810, added much to our know¬ 
ledge of the hydrography of the same waters. 

The voyages of H.M.S. ‘Adventure ' and H.M.S. ‘ Beagle,' 
under Commanders King and Stokes, from 1825 t6 1830, 
accomplished a great work in Sooth America, while the 
next expedition, under Captain Fitzroy, in H.M.S. ‘ Beagle,' 
to carry a chain of meridian distances round the world—• 
1831 to 1836—has become more famous and popular on 
account of its record by Charles Darwin. Next followed 
in chronological order the voyage of the ‘Venus,' under 
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Captain du Petit Thouara, undertaken for the encourage¬ 
ment of the French whale tiahery, in 1 S37—1839, from which 
valuable results were obtained, and finally the great United 
States exploring expedition of 1838, under Lieutenant 
Wilkes, by which, besides otfieV work, the Iiow Archipelago, 
the Society Islands, the Fijis, the Tonga and Phacuix 
groups, the Ellice and*€rilbert Archipelagogi, and other 
portions of the central Pacific were thoroughly surveyed. 

It would be impossible hero to enumerate the list of naval 
officers, in our own and other services, whose labours during 
the last sixty years have tmabled Enropean Jiydrographers 
to construct a series of detailed charts of the Pacific which 
serve as an efficient guide to the vessels of the mercantile 
marine through labyrinllis of reefs and innumerable hidden 
dangers. To attempt to do so Avould be nearly equivalent 
to writing tbe liistorj’ of (uir Hydrographical Department 
and of tlie marine surveys so admirably conducted under 
Admiral Wharton and his predecessors at the Admiralty- 

Hitherto wo have dealt with the Pacific as a whole. We 
now proceed to consider somewhat particularly that western 
portion of it which is especially iuterspersod with archi¬ 
pelagoes, and of considerable importance to our Australasian 
colonies, to which they are more nearly contiguous than the 
remoter regions of that Ocean. The present conventional 
expression ‘Western Pacific ’ has been officially declared to^ 
comprehend, for international purposes, all that part of the 
Pacific Ocean, lying between the fifteenth parallel of north 
latitude and the thirtieth parallel of south latitude, ^Yhich 
is included between the meridians respectively of 1 (55° 
longitude west and J30' longitude east of Greenwich. 

Within •this area we find innumerable islands, scattered 
apparently in inextricable confusion ; but, bearing in mind 
Darwin’s observation that the arrangement of the atolls in 
single or double lines forms rude outline charts of the sunken 
islands over which they stand, and also that tlteir lines 
generally extend parallel to the prevailing strike of the 
high islands and great coast lines of the ocean, it will not 
be difficult to arruugo tlie majority of them into definite 
group#, and their arrangement will be all the more readily 
comprehended when the lines of deep-sea soundings are also 
considered, for then the contours of the submerged lands 
which they represent can be resuscitated without much 
effort of the imagination. 

All these islands, then, have been separated by geo¬ 
graphers into three main divisions, which, as it happenSi 
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also accord fairly with the ethnological distribution of their 
populations--viz. Micronesia, Melanesia, ai\d Polynesia. 

Micronesia includes those numerous islands—none of 
large size—somewhat sparsely scattered—to the north of 
the equator, such as the Ladroiu'S, the Felcw Islands, the 
Carolines, Marshall, and Giljbert Islands. These are mostly 
inhabited bytsi mixed Malayo-P(dj«iesian race of men. Me¬ 
lanesia comprehends all the groups extending east and south¬ 
east of New Guinea Avithin the tropic, south of the equator, 
and includes New Brilain, New Ireland, the Solomons, Santa 
Cruz, New Hebrhles, New Caledonia, and the Pijis. These 
archipelagoes are chiefly occupied by the black and woolly¬ 
haired Papuan race. Of Polynesia, which comprises •a 
number of distinct archipelagoes over the whole of the 
Central Pacific, only the' westernmost groups come within 
the limits assigned politically to the Western Pacific, with 
which wo are now dealing; and these consist of the 
PhcBuix, Ellice, Samoan, and Tongan Islands, inhabited by 
the Polynesian or Mahori race, with smoiith and curly hair, 
totally (liftevent from the frizzled hair of the Melanesians. It 
must be understood thal. the above divisions, as regards 
their populations, are somewhat arbitrary, and the excep¬ 
tions are numerous; for instance, some of the small islands, 
although close together, may be inhabited by quite a different 
(race. 

For many years after their discovery none of the islands 
of Australasia was regarded as of any value as a possession 
by European nations. The settlement of New South Wales, 
New Zealand, and Tasmania naturally attracted our own 
emigrants by their advantageous lands fit for agriculture 
and sheep and cattle pasturage outside the tropics under 
temperate skies. Little attention was paid to the archi¬ 
pelagoes of Oceania, except by the missionaries and the few 
traders for sandalwood, copra,t pearl-shell, and heche-de-mer. 
The history of most of the islands, from their discovery to 
within the last thirty years, is to be lound in the records 
of the various missionary societies, foremost among which 
has ever been the London Missionary Society, both as 
regards the priority and the extent of its operations in 
these regions, particularly in Polynesia. In Melanesia a com¬ 
paratively new field was opened to civilisation by George 
Augustus Selwyn, the great Bishop of New Zealand ; and 


* Copra is the kernel of the cocoannt, chipped up, sun-dried, or 
artificially dried by fire, and put into sacks for export. 
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the work of the Melanesian Mission, which he established, 
has been well continued under his followers—Codrin^ton, 
Patteson, and tfie late Bishop John Selwyn, the worthy son 
of a noble father. 

With the establishment of* plantations within the tropical 
settlements of Queensland and^ Fiji camt^ the curse, of the 
islanders, in the shape »f the labour traffi<;.« Tn the New 
Hebrides was found the most convenient recruitiu^-wrounJ 
for this ‘ blackbird mg’; ’ and the fact that, as Mr. Wallace 
tells us, no interpreters in, the .many absolutely diverse 
languages spoken in these islands could be found is 
sufficient proof that the natives cajoled under vnrious 
^^texts to work in Queensland could not possibly bo made 
to understand where or for what they were going to be 
taken. 

Two years after (Ireat Britain had taken possession of ’ 
New Zealand—-that is in 1842—Queen Pomare, of Tahiti, 
was induced to place herself under the protectijn of France. 
Later the French admiral seized Mr. Pritchard, a mis¬ 
sionary, who had been English Ooiisnl, and Sir Robert Peel 
demanded satisfaction from the French (lovernmenl. Queen 
Pomare wiis nominally restored to power in ISl-l, but the 
French protection was equivalent to actual possession, which, 
however, was not formally recognised until 1880. 

This was the commencement of European rivalry for 
possessions in the Pacilic; and Fiji, the mrist important 
group in the Western Pacific, naturally attracted the atten¬ 
tion of the greatest naval Power. The London Missionary 
Society had successfully worked from in these islands, 
where a number of ex-convicts and a small colony of 
Australians ha.d at that time, established themselves. 

The opening of the Panama railway, and the impetus thus 
given to commerce with the Pacific in 1854-5, increased the 
importance of Fiji; and Consijl Pritchard obtained an oiler 
for the cession of the islands from the principal chief 
(Thakombau), in 1858, in return for a debt of 9,000/,., which 
he owed to the United States (government. On the return 
of H.M.S. ‘ Herald,’ under Captain Denham, with Colonel 
Smythe, of the Royal Artillery, who had been sent to report 
on the proposed cession, the offer of Thakombau was re¬ 
jected ; but. Consul Pritchard having been appointed 
governor by the chief in 1860, Fijian affairs remained in 
ah unsatisfactory state until 1868, when the debt to the 
States was paid by an Australian company in return for 
200,000 acres of land in the island of Viti Levu, with an 
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allowauce to the chief. A provisional govern iiieut was then 
formed, which existed only, however, until the British 
Government resolved to annex the group, af the instance of 
Sir Hercules Robinson, Governor of New South Wales, who 
hoisted the British flag .in' September 1874. Sir Arthur 
Gordon, now Lord Stanmorc, was appointed Governor, and 
landed at Le\uka in June sin£c which date the success 
of this possession, the first British colony in the Western 
Pacific, lias been assured. Besides his duties as Governor 
of the colony. Sir Arthur Gordon had also entrusted to him 
a general supervision as High Commissioner over all the 
islands of the Western Pacific ; and since that time various 
groups of the smaller islands have been annexed by ^e 
High Commissioner. In this manner Rutnmah was annexed 
to the colony of Fiji, by request of its chiefs, in 1880; 

■ Cook’s Islands—not strictly within the specified limits of the 
West Pacific —were annexed in 1888; the G ilberts or Kings- 
mill and the Ellice Islands, which with the Phoenix and 
Union groups ai’e popularly known by sailors as the ‘Lino 
‘ Islands,’ were also taken under the pi'otectioi> of our flag 
in 1802—thus establishing, as it were, a British preserve 
over all the scattered islands in the Western Pacific south 
of the equator, with but few exceptions. 

Although that huge continental island. New Guinea, 
cannot bo considered as properly belonging to the Western 
I’acific, yet it is necessary to advert to the xn^^rtition of its 
eastern half, as-more recent demarcations depend ujion it. 

The Dutch, as successors to the Sultan of Tidor, have long 
claimed the suzerainty over the western moiety of the 
island, although the casteni boundary line was not clearly 
defined until in ISSJl the 1 -ilsj; meridian was agreed to by 
the Powers interested. In that year the Government of 
(Queensland sent a commissioner to take possession of the 
south-eastern coast, but the act was repudiated by the home 
authorities, who, however, ordered Commodore Erskine to 
proclaim a British Protectorate at Port Moresby in 1884. 
lu the following year the German New Guinea Company 
was officially authorised to establish its headquarters at 
Mioko, in the Duke of York group, between New Britain and 
New Ireland, where certain German traders had formed a 
factory as early as 1878; and in 1886 an agreement was 
arrived at with Great Britain by which the dividing line 
between British and German possessions in the eastern 
portion of New Guinea was amicably settled.* 

* The east boundary of the German Now Guinea Company was 
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All understanding was likewise come to, at this time, 
with Germany, 1^ which the British and German spheres 
of influence in the Western Pacific should be sot apart; and 
a conventional lino was fixed upon, commencing from a point 
on the north-east coast of New’Guinea in 8'^ south latitude, 
following the parallel, south of .the three largest islands of 
the Solomon group, and thence continuing in a^korth-easterly 
direction to a bank marking the extremity of the Marshall 
Islands, and then along the meridian of 173'^ Germany 
engaged not to make acquisitions of territory, accept pro¬ 
tectorates, or interfere with the exhensiofl of British in¬ 
fluence throughout that part of the Western Pacific lying 
to^the cast, south-east, or south of this line; while Great 
Britain made a similar engagement with regard to the 
islands lying to the west of this same line shown in the 
accompanying map. This declaration, however, was under¬ 
stood not to apply to the Samoan and Torigan groups, which, 
it was agreed, were to continue, as formerly, neutral groups ; 
and of course it did not apply to New Caledonia, the Tjoyalty 
Isles, and the New Hebrides, over which France possessed 
sovereign and protectorate rights. 

On the German portion of New Guinea the high-sounding 
designation of Kaiser Wilhelm Land was conferred, while 
New Britain, now New Pommern, New Irelant^ or New 
Mecklenburg, wdtli the Admiralty, Schouten, and other islands 
north-east of New Guinea, were christened the Bismarck 
Archipelago, after the great statesman who had incor¬ 
porated them with the Umpire. About tlie same period the 
boundary between the German possessions and the Spanish 
waters, including the Carolifles, Pelew, and Mariannes, was 
marked by the equator. • 

As indication of the almost illimitable number of islet's 
which are to be found around the coasts of Eastern New 
Guinea, we may quote the lata Deputy Commissioner, Mr. 
Hugh Eoinilly, who states that ‘ it is, perhaps, not too much 
‘ to say that there are probably some islands which have 
‘ never even been sighted.’ 

By an arrangement with the Australian colonies, which 
guaranteed the cost of the administration, the British 
portion of New Guinea was formed into a colony from 
October JiO, 1888, while a British Protectorate was also 

« I ■ II ^ - - -, I - ^ ^ 

fixed at the I54th meridian E. long,, the west by the J4lBt meridian, 
and the northern limit at the equator, north of which were the 
Spanish waters. 
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proclaimed over the eastern and southern Solomon Islands 
in 1893, of which we shall make mention presently. 

Extending' northward, for a thousand miles from the 
shores of Kaiser Wilhelm Land^ lies what was once Spanish, 
what is now German, Micronesia, between the equatorial 
line and the eleventh parallel of.north latitude, and between 
139° and 170° E. longitdtle. Within this Mike stretch of 
ocean, over a fcaousaud mile^ in breadth, are scattered 652 
islands, forming the six-and-thirty minor groups which 
collectively form the Caroline archipelago, populated by 
some fifty thousand inhabitants of mixed Papuan, I^)lyucsia^, 
and Malayan races. Following Mr- Christiau’s account, 
the mSst recent and trustworthy of all ahthoritics on 

y 

these islands, we cannot do better than take a few notes 
from this author’s historical sketch of the islands. ‘After 
alluding' to the early Spanish discoverie.s he tells us how the 
religious expeditious from Manila also failed disastrously, 
ending in the death of tlu.* missionaries. There is still a 
grim story of how ironclad men catne up out of the sea and 
fought with the men of Kiti until overwhelmed with sling- 
stones and spear-thrusts. 

Coming down to recent years it seems tliat a tentative 
effort was made by a German gunboat to raise tho Imperial 
flag at Yap in 1885; but this wasT disavowed at the instance 
of the Pope, and the Spanish flag was raised iy 1886 at 
Ponape, where the colony of Santiago was founded in 
Ascension Bay. The Methodist missionaries from Boston, 
who Iiad been established at Kiti since 1850, speedily felt 
•the antagonism of the (’apnchin priests, through whose 
influence tho head of the American*mission was deported to 
Manila. In the same year a general rising of tllu natives 
took place, and massacres of the Spaniards were rapidly 
succeeded by punitive expeditions, with’amncsty and peat^e 
until 1890, when another rising* -and massacnt was followed 
by bombardment of tbo native villages and desultory 
flgbting, during whicli operations the Spanish commander 
was killed. The same alternation of massacre, assassination, 
and retaliation has lasted throughout the Spanish occupa¬ 
tion of the Carolines. 

As for the wonders to be met with in these little-visited 
islands, their curious stone money—huge discs of suragonite, 
quarried iu the Pelew Islands—like grindstones, weigh- 
ing-s om e ti mes three tons-;-Uieir-aueient forrifications, pre¬ 
historic stone., bi’eak waters, harbours, and canal streets 
bordered with cyclopean monuments of bygone days, tlieir 
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clubhouses of to-day—for a good account of all these 
tempting subjects our readers must be .referred to Mr. 
Christian’s admirable volume, •which will certainly come as 
a revelation to many. 

Mr. Christian had the good fortune to meet a German 
emissary of the great firm pf Godeffroy Brothers, of Ham¬ 
burg, by nam^Mr. Kubary, who had explored and planned, 
in 1872, the mysterious ruined island-city*of Nfo Matal 
on the east coast of Ponape, at the mouth of the port 
of Metalanim. He has well nigh conclusively proved that 
(1) the stone bdildings of Nan Matal were erected by a 
race preceding the present inhabitants of Ponape ; (2) the 
builders of Nan Matal belonged to the black race, ahd the 
Ponapeans are a mixed race; (3) the ruins of Poiiape 
afford no proof of the sin’king of the island - -on the contrary, 
they unmistakeably show that they are the remains of a 
water-building; (4) the fourfold aspect deprives of all 
support the theory that the ruins are the remains of fortifi¬ 
cations built by Spanish pirates. 

The rapid collapse of the Spanish naval power gave the 
German Emperor the 02 )portuiiity ol' extending the limits of 
his possessions north of New Guinea; and on June 2, 1899, 
Spain ceded, for a sum of 800,090/., to Germany all the 
Caroline, Pelew, and Marihune or Ladronc Islands, which 
have been July incorporated this year in the Protectorate of 
German New Guinea, which, therefore, now stretches north 
of the equator some 20°. By the recent agreement with 
Groat Britain, the Marshall group, east of the CarolineSj^is 
also included within the sphere of German influence, and < 
thus it may be said that the whole of Micronesia belongs to 
Germany. * Whether the ^licronesians will be the happier 
for this transfer is a question we can hardly ask. Our late 
Commissioner, Mr. Bomilly, evidently had some doubts on 
the subject, as he thus writes' of the Admiralty Islands : 

‘ Now that the Germans have hoisled their flag there, the Admiralty 
Islanders will ])robably become more and more acciuaintcd with the 
ways of white men. lint us the population is small, it will probably, 
ns has already been the case in the Hermits, disappear rapidly before 
those eiiej'getic colonists. If this should be ro, it will bo much to be 
regretted, for a more remarkable race does not exist in the Pacific,’ ’’’ 

Aud he goes on to tell us how ^a short time afterwards 
* two German warships went to the Hermits, and took such 

. . . -—— — I . I I ■ ■ I ■ ■■■■ >11 ■ 

* ‘ The WeBtern Pacific and New Guinea/ by Hugh Hastingfl 
Komilly, 188C, p. 110. 
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‘revenge tliat the population now i«, J believe, rediieetl to 
‘ about half whaj; it used to be.’ 

On the other hand, Mr. Christian, writing, before the 
recent transfer of authority, in reference to the recent 
massacre of Don Miguel Velasco and his sailors at Eoukiti, 
says; 

‘ Perhaps, if tiic Carolines are handed over to (^niany, as Spain 
seems dis])oscd to do, we shall hear less of this odium theoloijicum, 
which elsewhere has jirovod such a firebrand to the world, and hero 
has brought about such lamenfaiblb waste of life and Ireasure and cruel 
humiliations to Spain.’ 

Small doubt but the American Methodist missionaries and 
their converts will faro bettor under the (Icrman than under 
the Spanish flag. 

It will be noticed on the map that, by the demarcation 
lino of lR8fl, four of the main islands forming the Solomon 
group w(!ro allotted to the British sjdiere of influence. 
These islands, Miilaita, New Georgia., Guadalcauar, and San 
Chriatoval, were subsequently annexed, in 181):5, by Great 
Britain.* By the last (1809) aiTangement,t two of the larger 
and*more northern of this group (Choiseul and Ysabel) have 
been ceded to us; thus leaving Bougainville, the largest of 
them, still in the hands of Germany. It certainly seems 
a pity that the continuity of this fine archipelago should 
thus have been broken up and placed under separate govern¬ 
ments, especially as Bougainville Strait is a very narrow one; 
but doubtless large German commercial interests had been 
ci-eated in this island superior to ours, as the German 
traders have usually been beforehand in these waters within 
the last few years. . 

All the larger islands of the Solomon gi'oup are moun¬ 
tainous ; indeed, some of the summits are lofty, as Mount 
Balbi, in Bougainville, over 10,000 feet; in Guadalcanar is 
another of 8,000, and in the other five islands are ranges of 
4,000 feet altitude. Their formation seems largely volcanic, 
as at least two active volcanoes are known there; but the 

* A British coal doput has aireudy been established on Gavutu. 
The residence of tlie Commiesioner is fixed on the island of Tulagi. 

t In Article II. jxiragraph J>, of the Declaration of November 14, 
1809, ‘ she (Germsinyi recognises as falling to Great Britain tho.se of 
the Solomon Islands, at present belonging to Germany, whieh are 
situated to the east and south-east of the island of Bougainville, which 
latter shall continue to belong to Germany, together with the island of 
Buko, which forms part of it,' 
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gei>lugical structure of older rocks otters a promising field 
Jor mineral researcli, as soon as the interior of the islands 
(MU be safely penctiuted. The Melanesian inhabitants are 
vigorous, bold, and warlike, and are reputed cannibals. 
Some of tlu'iu, especially ill Guadalcanar, are good bow- 
nioii, and tlioy are expert in building and managing large 
canooR. Th(^ractic(^ of head-hmitiug, so characteristic of 
iho Papuans or Now Guinea, is universal among tliem ; never¬ 
theless, when taken over to Queensland they make tractable 
liibourers. Altogether these iriands will become a valuable 
acquisition to our Australasian colonies; and some day, let 
us Inipe, they may be developcl into Britisli colonies them¬ 
selves. Wo must not forget to add that Germany has stipn- 
lut(;d that she retains her rigid to freely engage labourers 
ill all the Solomon Islands.* 

South-eastwards from tlie Solomons are the Santa Cruz 
Tslanda, which bj’ the liorman jigreeinenl of 1S8G have been 
acknowledged as .British possessions, and lately brought 
under din'ct British administration. The Santa Cruz Islands 
were first properly charted by that admirable geographer, 
M. Beautemps-Beaupre, who accoinimnied Admiral d*Entre- 
casteaux in 179'‘5. But they are peculiarly interestiag to 
French seamen, in that they include that reef-bound island 
of Vanikoro oii which the ships of La Perouse, the ‘ Boussole * 
and the ‘ Astrolabe/ were wrecked in 1788. Tlie fate of these 
vessels w!fc not ascertained until Captain Peter Dillon dis¬ 
covered ill 1827 their relics, more of which were recovered 
by Dumont d’Grville in 1828 and later in I8:i8. Nitendi, 
or Santa Cruz, is the largest of tlu^ islands, and notable as 
the scene of the treacherous attack on the boats of H.M.S. 

^ Pearl * on August 12, ]87f5, when Commodore Guodenough 
and- two blnejackuts -were mortally wounded by arrows. 
Another neiglibouring island, Nukapu, is likewise celebrated 
in the annals of thi^ Melam^riam Mission as the place where . 
Bishop Patteson and his companions were slain in 1871 by 
the natives, in revenge, as it is supposed, for wrongs previously 
iiifiicted by u labour vessel. 

Bishop John Selwyn afterwards in 1880 courageously 
landed from the mission yacht ‘ Southern Cross ’ and made 

* Ariicli* IV., Di'tiliiration November 14, 1899 : ‘ The arraagement 
at present exisl-ing between Germany an<l Great Britain, and concern¬ 
ing the right of Germany to Ireely engage labourers in the Solomon 
iHlands l^elonging to Great Britain, shall be equally extended to those 
of tlie Solomon Islands mentioned in Article 11. which fall to the 
share of Great Britain.’ 



1900. 


Pa/rtition of thf Western Pacific, 


49S 


friends with the natives at both these islands, and native 
missionaries are^now established on them. The whole group 
is volcanic, and one of them an active volcano. 

Twenty-two years ago the British and B'ronch Qovernmeuts 
agreed that neither Power sho*nld annex the islands known 
as the New Hebrides. In 1886^ however, two of the smaller 
southern islands of the New Hebrides wej^ occupied by 
some French detaclnnonts of marine infantry, and a certain 
amount of apprehension was created among the colonists of 
Australia and New Zealand* that the .French Gl-overnment 
intended to annex the whole archipelago. •Coniniunications 
between the two Governments elicited assurances that no 
project of annexation was contemplated, and* a Convention 
was negotiated by which provision was made for the protec¬ 
tion of life and property in these islands by means of a Joint 
Coiniiiission in 1887. A declaration was signed at Paris in 
the following year by which a J(dnt Naval Oonimission was 
constituted of British siud French naval officers on the 
Pacific station, charged with the duty of maint-aining order- 
and of protecting the lives and property of British and French 
subjects in the New* Hebrides. 

This extensive archipelago stretclies from Banks lijands, 
in latitiide 14'" S., to Aneiteuni, in latitude 2tr. The islands 
are actively volcanic, and tlie most powerful volcano of tin' 
group, Tauiia, when discovered by Captain Cook, was in 
full eruption, forming a splendid natural lighthouse, 980 feot 
high, its noise and finmes being visible forty miles around. 

Although, the inhabitants of the New Hebrides are mostly 
Melanesians—for Polynesians inhabit Cherry Island, Tucopia, 
and the Duff Islands—they are divided into as many inde¬ 
pendent and separate trib('s* as there are •islands, and the 
islanders likewise differ greatly in ph\sical qualities, speaking 
also a groat variety of languages. The English Church 
Mission, having established* itself in the northern islands, 
has adopted the language of Mota,’'^ one of the Banks 
group, as their standard language at St. Barnabas School on 
Norfolk Island. The Presbyterian Mission occupies itself 
with those islands south of Ambrym, on one of which, 
Erromanga, the missionary John Williams was murdered. 


* The island of Mota is one of the smallest of the Banks Tslands; 
hut it was in 1860 that openings occurred for mission work there, aud 
Bishop Patteson took a jmrty of sixteen to Lifii in the Loyalty [slands, 
where in 1863 some of the boys from Mota were christened; thus the 
Mota language became the one used by the mission! 
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Since, four other missionaries have there met with a similar 
fate. , 

In January 1895 a terrible eruption took place from the 
Crater Mountain, or Mount Mamm, in Ambrym, by which 
half the island was devaatated!l)y tlio flow of lava and the fall of 
ashes, and a lai'ge number of the inhabitants lost their lives. 

Bspiritu Saoto is the largest of the whole group, measuring 
sixty^flve miles by thirty miles, with mountains four thousand 
feet high. There are here some remarkable ruins, which 
seem to resemble somewhat those of the Carolines. At 
Mallicollo, anotlier good-sizQd island, fifty-four miles in 
length. Bishop George Augustus Selwyn nearly lost his life 
in 1851. 

Great Britain having acquired Fiji, and France being 
already in possession of Tahiti, with the adjacent islands, it 
can be well understood that both for Germany and the 
United States it also became an object to establish a centre 
of trade and influence within the Western Pacific. The 
Samoan group, situated nearly midway between the French 
and British possessions, was therefore naturally regarded as 
a desirable strategic i)ossossion by both ‘these Powers. 

The largest of the Samoan or Navigator’s Islands are 
Savaii, Upohi, Tutuila, and Manua. Upolu contains the 
principal harbom's and the chief town, Apia, which has 
attained importance as the chief emporium of many of 
the other "tacific Islands, excepting Tahiti and Fiji. The 
Samoan group collectively contain an* area of about 2,G50 
square miles, with a population of 5G,G00, of whom 14,850 
had embraced (.hristianity, and 12,300 attended schools in 
1840. The political history of these interesting islands, the 
headquarters, so to speak, of the Polynesian race, is most 
c-omplicat(?d, but we may try to sketch a general outline of 
the principal facts connected with it. 

The Tongans, a superior Tatie, appear to have invaded 
Upolu and Savaii some five hundred years ago, and to have 
effected their conquest by making a road along the central 
mountain ridge, and thence descending on the villages. 
Tra'c.es of these roads, called Ala-i-Tonga, can still be seen. 
The Samoans, however, revolted under their chief Malietoa, 
perhaps about three hundred years since, and expelled the 
Tonga dynasty. Between twenty and twenty-five generations 
of Malietoas have succeeded to the title of supreme chieftain 
of Samoa, so that the legitimacy of the claim of the modern 
family of Malietoa to the chieftainship is undeniable. 

When Jolm Williams, the pioneer of missionary work in 
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the Western Pacific, arrived in Samoa in 1880, he fouifd the 
only European residents, ex-convicts, and other cosmopolitan 
rascals from Australia had been before him and greatly 
interfered with the succ(jss of his first efforts to introduce 
the blessings of Christianity and civilisation. At that time 
the chief Maliotoa was kini;, bi§ dynasty having ruled the 
Samoans for some generations back, although representatives 
of the original Tui Samoa, the more ancient Tiipua dynasty, 
were still extant. 

In 1840, however, civil was broke out on the death of the 
'then reigning Malietoa, and since that date at irregular 
"ntervals there has been continual strife between "the con¬ 
tending factions, but the Malietoa dynasty ’has generally 
held its own. 

In IH-*)? the house of Codeft'roy, of Hamburg, became 
firmly established in Ai)ia, and rapidly absorbed a largo 
pi’oportion of the trade throughout the Western Pacific. 
To this firm the intertribal disputes for the sovereignty 
afforded an opportunity for disjTosing of arms manufactured 
at Liege to the combatants in exchange for laud at two or 
three marks per acre. JJy this means Godeffroy’s house 
obtained some thousands of acres, on which cotton planta¬ 
tions were formed, with chc'ap labour imported from other 
islands. A shipbuilding yaid was constructed, and, alto¬ 
gether, the transactions of this firm were on an extensive 
scale, for there was no competition until the arrival of an 
American company in 18(58—the Polynesian Lands and 
Commercial Company of San Francisco. This company 
arrived at an opportune moment for supplying arms to the 
Samoans; for a split in the* Malietoa dynasty occurred on 
the death of the king in 18fiJ», his two sons contesting the 
succession. The chiefs of Savaii elected the elder brother, 
while those of Manua elected the younger. The islands of 
Anna and Atua seem always lo have remained faithful to 
the old Tupua family. The American company likewise 
were willing to take broad acres in exchange for their fire¬ 
arms, and soon became proprietors of large estates; and a 
(/Ma«i-oflicial protectorate was exercised by the United States 
Consul. Affairs remained in an unsettled state, with varying 
success on either side, until 187:>, when the'Siimoans appa¬ 
rently resolved to have a king of each dynasty to rule 
conjointly, and Pulepule ascended the throne,_ as a puppet, 
we may suppose, with Malietoa Laupepa as his executive 
coadjutor. This arrangement lasted until 1875, when 
Colonel Steinberger was sent by the United States Govern- 
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meufyin the ‘Tascarora’ frigate, to report on Saiuo&ii affairs. 

He promptly put Malietoa on the throne, with himself as chief 
of the executive powers, and proceeded to fit oub a schooner, 
in which he sailed to Tutuila under the American flag, in 
defiauce of the American Consul, who caused him to be 
arrested, with the assistnuco of H.M.S. ‘ Barracouta.’ 
Malietoa was carried off lA».Savaii, rescued by the ‘Barra- 
‘ ct)uta,’ and brou^lit back to Upoln ; but in the course of 
these operatious several bluejackets and marines were killed 
and wounded. .A^ain Malietoa Laupepa reigned, and more 
internecine war'vvas carried on until he finally gained the,* 
upper hlind, being acknowledgc'd king by the foreign Powers, 
with General Bartlett, of the United States army, as his 
minister. Meantime, Godeffroy’s firm having become bank¬ 
rupt, its. business and estates were undertaken by another 
German company—the Deutsche llandeln- und Plantagen- 
Gesellschaft, of whidi Herr Brandeis, a German officer, was 
an active agent. Treaties were concludeil in 187H-{> with 
the United States, Germarty, and Great Britain, whereby 
the port of }*agt)-Pngo Avas placed at the dis[> 08 al of the 
United States, that of Sahiafalta given to the Germans for 
a naval station, while Great Britain was permitted to place 
coal depots on the islands. This last trea.ty was carried out 
by Sir Arthur Gordon, who came over to Samoa from Fiji 
ill 1879. On November 8, lH8d, King Malietoa died, and 
the country was once more in a state of disturbance, the 
representatives of the three Powers being drawn into the 
strife by the antagonism ol' their mercantile houses. 

Generally Herr Brandeis and the German Consul sup¬ 
ported Tuuiasesu, while the English and Americans were on 
the side of Malietoa Laupepa.. To make a long story short, 
after a commission of inquiry had been held by the repre¬ 
sentatives of tlie interested nationalities, a conference was 
held in Washington to deticni»iti<? what steps should be 
taken to form an international admiriisti'ation in 1887. In 
the same year the German Government not only made a 
claim against Malietoa for compensation amounting to 
several thousand dollars,* but ’sent a squadron to enforce 
payment; in default of which Malietua’s people were 
attacked, and that chief himself was carried off to Oameroons, 
Europe, and Jaluit (Marshall Islands), while the Tupuan 
chief, Tamasese, was set up in liis place. Taraasese’s powers 
did not last‘long, for a large body* of the Samoans soon 
rebelled against an administration imposed upon them by 
the Germans, and they united under Tuiatua Mataafa, also 
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Tupuanr A fierce civil war ensued, in tlie <*<)urse of w}iicli 
Taniascse was forced to leave Apia, while the Germans 
shelled seveml of Maiaafa's villagers. In December 1S88 
the Samoans offered resistance to a landing party on the 
beach at Fangalii, which was repulsed with severe loss, 
Lieutenant Siegir and fifty-four of his men bein’g killed 
and wounded out of the hujidred and forty wl^o had landed. 
The survivors wore only brought on board under the covering 
shell-fire from the ‘Eber,’ under Oaptain Wallis. Asi, 
Mauiigu, and Tuiletnfunga .were likewise jlep<»rU‘d to flie 
Marshall Islands. • 

ft was owing to these complications that thre<» American 
mon-of-war, the ‘Trenton,’ ‘ Vandalia.,' and ‘.Nipsic,’ three 
German ships, tlu^ ‘ Adler/ ‘ Olga.,’ and ‘ Eber,’ with tlio 
Britisli cruiser ‘Calliope,* happened to be asseniljled in the 
small harbour of Apia, ou tlie north sid(‘ of Upohi, in 
March 1S81>, togetlu'r with some do/cn trading seli(M)jiers, 
when the fierce cyclone occiirrod on the loth and Ifith of 
that month whicli wrought such havoc and destruction on 
these squadrons. Of the Auiericaius the ‘ Vaudalia ’ sank, 
the ‘ Trenton,’ while drifting, on the ‘ Vandalia,’ ran 
aground, and the ‘ Nipsic ’ ran on to the beach. The 
German squadron fared even worse, for the gunboat ‘Eber’ 
was absolutely rolled over and smashed up on the reef;' the 
‘ Adler’ was also overiuftiod, and lay on her side on <he 
reef; while the ‘Olga’ slearned on to the mud flats, from 
whicli she was subsequently hauled off. Ah for the British 
cruiser, ‘Calliope,’ Captain Kane alone succeeded in saving 
her by steaming right in the tec?th of the hurricane out to 
sea through the entrance of the reef, saluted by the cheers 
of the ‘ IVeuton,’ tlien apparently drifting to destruction. 
The Samoans behaved gallantly in saving tlie lives of as 
many as they could —even of ibuse who had so recently been 
bombarding their homes.* , 

The Conference at Berlin, whither it had been adjourned 
from Washington, had meantime decided that the Samoans 
were neutral, and free to elect tlieir own king; upon which 
Malietoa was brought back from^xilo and recognised by tlie 
Great Powers.t 

When Malietoa Laupepa was I'einstated, his powerful and 

* In all one hundred and forty-four lives were lost by the combined 
squadrons in this cyclone. * 

t Samoa, No. 2 (181)0), Final Act of the Conference on the* Affairs 
of Samoa, signed at Berlin, June 14, 1899. Ratifications deposited 
at Berlin April 12, 1890. 
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popular kinsman, Maiaafa, whose titles, as Stevenson in¬ 
forms us, might be held equally good, and whose abilities 
were certainly greater, had expected to occupy a position of 
influence in the new government: finding himself ignored, 
he withdrew to Malie, outside Apia, where he lived in semi- 
royal state as a kind of passive rival to Malietoa, who 
resided at Mulinu. Meantime a Swedish Commissioner and 
a Cernian President of Council, together with a British 
Chief Justice, were appointed to carry on the work of the 
government, according to the declaration of Berlin. When 
Malietoa Laupepa died, in August 1K98, the Chief Justice 
had to decide in the election of his successor, pronouncing 
in favour of Malietoa Taiiu, son of the late king; and 
thereupon another outbreak of civil* war*took place, during 
which, uufortunately, the lives of several bluejackets and 
marines, American as well as English, were sacrificed. 

More commissioners and ‘more reporting to the Powers 
at home in Europe, whore another Conference was held, 
resulted in the recent Agreement of November 14, by 
Article 1 of which ‘ Great Britain renounced in favour of 
‘ Geruiany all her rights over the islands of Ppolu and 
‘ Savaii, including the right of establishing a naval and 
‘ coaling station there and her right of extra-territoriality 
‘ in these islands.’ By Article ‘ Great Britain similarly 
‘ renounced in favour of the United States of America all 
‘ her rights over the island of Tutnila and the other islands 
‘ of the Samoan group east of 1 71” longitude east of 
‘ Greenwich.’ 

We may refrain from discussing liere the other clauses in 
the same convention regarding the partition of the neutral 
zone in West Africa, the reciprocal tariffs in Togo and the 
Gold Coast, and the renouncement of the German rights of 
extra-territoriality in Zanzibar—except briefly to express 
our disajjproval of the preseeit" diplomatic methods of pro¬ 
cedure whereby European interests in such opposite quarters 
of the world should be in any way made to depend upon one 
another, t 

or course this should be longitude icest of Greenwich. It ia an 
(-.vnmplc of the carelcssnesH with which Eoiiic of these important docu¬ 
ments art; compiled at the F.O. 

t In the autumn of 1880 a Convention for a French Protectorate 
over the island of Itaialea (one of the islands to leewardof Tahiti) was 
made dependent upon the settlement of the disputed fishery questions 
in Newlbuudlarid. So also the question of the French Protectorate in 
Madagascar was mixed up with the demarcation of Nigeria. 
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This break-up of the uiUTorkable tridominium established 
by the Berlin Cyufereuee of 1889 Lsis been satisfactory to 
all parties, excepting perhaps to the Samoans themselves, 
who probably would have preferred to be placed under 
British rule. A protest signeTl by sonic of the Samoan 
chiefs, however, has probably be^'n withdrawn, and no doubt 
both the Germans and Americans will tiiidthcinnew subjects 
and fellow-citizens perfectly amenable to the newly con¬ 
stituted Imperial and Republican authorities respectively. 

By the second Article of 4he recent Convention ‘ Ger- 
‘ many renounces in favour of Great Britairt sfll her rights 
‘ over the Tonga Islands, including Vavau, and over Savage 
‘ island, including the right of establishing a*uaval station 
‘ andcoaling-station, and therightof extra-territoriality in the 
‘ said islands.’ Those rights, it appears, were obtained by 
the German Govemnicnt, as long ago as ]87(», by a treaty 
with Tuikanakubulu, otherwise King George of Tongatabn. 
This Tongan archipelago is composed of at least one hundred 
islands, in groups, of which the principal and southernmost 
is that of Tongatahn; which island is 20 miles in length, 
8 in width, of an iiTegular crescent form, with its concavity 
facing north, forming a not too. safe harbour, where Captain 
Cook, and subsequently d’Eutrecasteaux, stayed for some 
time and erected observatories. Niukalofa, the principal 
town, lies at the head c»f the harbour—not to be compared, 
however, for convenience or security wijji that of Paugo-paiigo 
or Apia. The only other islands of .any size are Vavau and 
Eooa. Of the i[<apai gi'oup, Lifuka is the most interesting, 
as it was that on which Mariner chiefly resided between 
180G and 1810. The London Missionary Society attempted 
the conversion of these islands as far back as 1797, but was 
compelled to withdraw; however, since 182G the Wesleyans 
have established successful mission stations in Tongahabu, 
Vavau, and Lifuka, where all the inhabitants, about oOjOOO, 
have embraced Christianity, and of these some 1.200 arc 
Roman Catholics. Wo should add that there arc hundreds 
of horses in the archipelago, and the Tongans are fc.arless 
horsemen. 

Of Savage Island, or Nieuc, where Captain Cook was 
attacked in 1774, little is known. The Nieueans of the 
present day seem harmless, and their islet, but nine miles in 
length, possesses small attractions or value; but of course 
its position may possibly become of importance as an out¬ 
post, or tor telegraphic communication in time of war. 

Another little-known volcanic island, Niuafu, although 
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lying at a distance from the Tongan group proper, is in¬ 
habited by Tongans, and the description of^^it by Eomilly is 
fascinating. Tt is inaccessible for boats, so there are no 
canoes; the islanders, however, are good swimmers, and 
can leap into the sea at any^ state of the tide, although they 
can only climb to laud at high water. In the centre of the 
island is a mysterious crateral hrke with mineral waters, 
from constantly bathing in which, tlie natives, by far the 
handsomest in the Pacific, have obtained skins like satin, 
while the figures of the men and women are as near 
ptjrfection as possible. Its cocoa-nuts are the largest in the 
world, excepting the double cocoa-de-mer from the Sey¬ 
chelles ; and anjj^nig its other wonders are the remarkable 
Megapode birds, whose numerous tunnels are dug round the 
margin of the I'oniaiitic lake. 

One characteristic trait of the Ttmgan islanders must not 
be omitted- They are first-rate cricketers, having been 
well coached in the game by the Rev. Mr. Moulton, _of the 
Wesleyan Mission. Mr. Romilly writes;— 

‘In TongatiUm. in wliich isl;iiid the capital tif Tun^a is situated, 
you 111 \y see the native.-n playing cricket—and very well they play, too. 

I believe they have never siistainod a defeat, tliough they play an 
eleven of every man-of-Avar that visits tlie place. They were first 
BUp[>lird with the intcessary iniplenietits hjSithe officers of Il.M.S. 
“ Emerald,'' »»n board Avhieb ship 1 was a j^uost at the time. We 
eanie there jirolessiug to teach them the game, but I am afraid to say 
by hoAV inucli wo were deffiat^^d. In fact, it has become nece.naary to 
legislate on ihu subject of cricket, and to limit the number of days on 
wliich that game may bo pliiy4‘<l to two jxir week, 'flu* Tongans, like 
• some geiitlcnnm in England and Australia, sacrificed all their time to 
it, and ilieir families suifered in cf»n8ot|uence.’ 

Nothing struck Admiral Cyprian Bridge during his lung 
cruises in the Western Pacific more than ‘the great iutelli- 
‘ geuce of tlie natives of Oceania in general, and of the 
‘ Molatiesiaiis in particular. *Withiij the limited sphere of 
‘ their reqniromeiits, wlnitever they do, they do thoroughly, 

‘ This will be gcMierally admitted.* One quality which his 
experieiico compels him to credit them with is, he says, more 
likely to be disjiuted; that is ^heir truthfulness. Bishop 
John Selwyu conlirms tbis-opiuion. Writing from Norfolk 
Island in 1874, he says : - 

‘ It is marvellous liow like a boy, any, uj) to twelve or thirteen, 
from the Solomon Islands is Ut a boy iroin Ihdgravia. In point of 
adaprabilify to circurnsbinces 1 should be inclined to give the palm to ‘ 
the former, but qutt pickle and jokes, &c., &c., T don’t think there is^u 
pin to choose. ... 1 say it is all nonsense to say that these fellows 
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are not caj^ble (<F higher training because they are dull at first, or to 
compare them with those who liave had all the weight of thousands 
of years of at least partial civilisation to start with, and whose couiiuon 
everyday facts would be great discoveries to those fellows.’ 

On this subject we must again quote that high authority, 
Admiral Cyprian Bridge : - . 

* Several South Sea Island races an* not now savase in any sense, 
except as to rarity of trowsers and absence uf novels, and never 
deserved that epithet in its sense of ferocious. There is no finer 
people on earth tlnin tlic Tangails and tlio closely jjpiated and but 
slightly leas vigorous Samoans. The ])hyMcal beauty of bolli sexes 
—which attains its highest devcIopTiient amongst the Samoan women 

-is panillclcd by rheir inUdlcctual eTid()wment. The grace of maimer 
and general dignity of hcjaring, liabituul with inembers of chiefly 
families, could not be surpassed in the most polished of iMmipean 
courts. The contrast in tlicse reB[>ects between the Tui4ives of high 
birth and the jirosclytising and trading wliitc men who ctaiie to 
civilise them cannot escape the notice of the least observant.* 

Of all tho islands we have meiiiioned in the West Pacific 
New Caledonia has proved to bo the ricliest as far as its 
mineral wealth is coneerned, while its eoniniaudiug situa¬ 
tion to the east of (jueeuslaud adds greatly to its impor¬ 
tance from a strat('giral point of view. Indeed, its positiou 
relative to Australhnnay be compared with tJuit of Mada¬ 
gascar ill relation to Africa. Discovered in 177 1 by Captain 
Cook, it was not until d’Entrecasleaux had coastecl along 
its western reefs in search /)f lja Perouse and conqileted 
\vhat Cook had left uiidune, that the full extent and capa¬ 
city of the future Erencli colony waS ascertained." During 
the succeedinir half-century the island w'as visited only 
by the South Sea traders in j^a-ndal wood, but in 184o Moji- 
seigneiir Doiiarre and four missionaries wen^ landed at 
fialade and received hospitality by the native Kanakas. At 
a meeting of the islanders hi'ld in honour of tlie newly 
arrived Frenchmen, the Kanaka chief, as we are told by 
Father Roiigeyron, declared that ‘Tons h‘s Francais etsiient 
‘ de buns blancs et que tons les liouimes d’Oliao (Not^ellu- 
‘ Caledonie) devaient amour el. respect aux etraugers qui 
* allaient vivre parnii eux.’ With regard to which M. Carol 
dryly remai'ks: ‘ Les Canaques put eu a rabattre de cette 
‘ opinion optimiste.’ Indeed, the Marist brothers did not 
long remain at Balade, but were forced to take refuge on 

« • .. 

* New Caledonia is 250 miles long, witli an average breadti) of 
•85 qiilea 
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the Isle of Fines in 1847, and New Caledonia remained 
without a master for some years longer, al|jhongh not a few 
Australian pioneers made their way over from Sydney pro¬ 
specting for gold and introducing English manners and 
language among the native and sparse European inhabitants, 
mostly ‘ beachcombers,’ who, were settled at Noumea. 

The recogiiition of the island as a French possession by 
Great Britain was not obtained until the eve of the Crimean 
expedition, the flag being hoisted by Admiral Despointes in 
September 1868 at Noumea, where J^apoleon III. had decided 
tf) establish a prison for convicts. Within a few months the 
French Government issued regulations for the formation of 
penitentiary establishments, but ten more years rolled by 
before the first shipment of convicts reached the quarters 
prepared for them in 1801. The principles of the prison 
administration were benevolently supposed to bo formulated 
by the three Avords, ‘ Rebabiliter,’ ‘ Civiliser,’ ‘ Prodnire.’ 
But an experience of nearly forty years has, alas, but too 
well served to prove the fallacy of these Utopian visions. 
Of course the introduction of the criminal element into this 
magnificent island ruined its prospects as a colony, while as 
a place of punishment it has been manifestly a failure. 
M. Carol, who has recently been examining the island, its 
capabilities and resources, in one place speaks of New 
Caledonia as an ‘oasis penitentiaire, un chef-d’oeuvre do 
‘ philanthropie a rcbours,’ and in another he speaks of ‘ ce 
‘ paradis des foirats, oii la trajisportation et la relegation 
* calddonieiines constituent, coinnie des initios I’aflirment, 

‘ uue veritable prime a la sceleratesse.’ 

The criminals imported since the initiation of the special 
New Caledonian administraticn have never afforded any 
examples of amelioration ; nor has any enterprise conducted 
by the convict authorities ever been productive of any profit 
to the establishment, which) as it was supposed, ought to 
have become entirely self-supporting. On the contrary, it 
has always remained a constant charge on the mother 
country. 

The most varied systems have been experimented on by 
different governors, but none seems ever to have been per¬ 
severed in sufficiently to command success. M. Carol ex¬ 
claims vigoi’ously against this constant change of policy : 

‘Flua qu'ailleurs, Ton a eu a aouffrir, en Nouvclle-Galedonie, du 
regime des decreta, qui n’offre aucune garantie aiix affaires de longue 
htflAine, «t de la frequence des changements dans le personnel adminis- 
tratif, source d’intrigues ou d’alarmus pour les interets en suspens. 
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L'hiBtoire de cettc petite colonic jette un jour deploralJc aur notro 
manque dc directioif et d’caprit do auitc, Ellc cuinpte duna aca iastca 
30 gouvernenienta, dout 13 intdriniaires, troia ou quatrc systomes de 
coloniaation agricole, pluaienra programmes de travaux publics com¬ 
mences puis abandonnuH, un essai de phalanstere, deux iiisui'rectious 
Biingluiitcs. Le regime donanier de* 1892, avec sea cxigcuceo, sea 
tracasseries, son deni dit droit "^dc reciprocite, avec aa lutollc egoi’ste et 
sa conception inesquine du patriotisme. est vcmi coiironner dignoment 
cet edifice dc fautes et do maladresfie.^,’ 

• 

A few of these schemes for colonisation "may he briefly 
fjlanced at. Thus a Sociefe phalanstth-ienno of twenty im¬ 
migrants was started under Governor Gnillaiu in 180!■ ou 
the banks of the river Yate, whose work was intended to bo 
carried out in community, but the result proved deplorable 
and the society speedily became bankrupt. An experiment 
of garden culture was next initiated at liourail in 1870, 
intended for the benefit of the convicts, among whom were to 
be found a few skilled gardeners; and two yeai’s afterwards 
small grants of land were awarded to military officers and 
soldiers who elected to take their discharge in the colony; 
but few wore able to do anything; the majority sold their 
land, and but two or three succeeded in maintaining them¬ 
selves on their properties. It was at this period that 
numbers of prisoners, condemned to deportation alter the 
suppression of the Gommnnist insurrection in 1871, were 
brought to New Caledonia, and the rules for their manage¬ 
ment formed the subject of grave debates in the National 
Assembly with the object of facilitating their settlement as 
colonists, for not more than one third of their number 
belonged properly to the crirginal classes, and great pains 
were taken to keep the political exiles apart from the 
transported convicts. With some of these exiles and a few 
Alsatians, Governor de la Richerje formed in 187o a centre 
of ‘ petite culture familiale ’ at Moindou; but after the 
amnesty most of the politicals returned to France, and hut 
a very few have remained satisfied with their positiou. 

In 1873-74 au unsuccessful attempt was luade by some 
colonists from Edunion to start a sugar plantation by the 
river Foa, worked by some sixty Malabars,but both iiiachinery 
and capital were insufficient and the enterprise proved au 
utter failure. Governor Olry also formed another centre of 
colonisation at Kone in 1878-79 under better auspices; but, 
as at Moindou, the coucessionnaires were colonists without a 
sou. They were maintained by Government for six mouths, 
at the end of which time these amateur agricui*'urist8 took 
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tbemselves elsewhere, so that by 1884 but seven remained. 
Between 1884 and 1888 thirty new colonists were introduced 
into the centre of Kone. The Government insisted on these 
last doing a certain amount of clearing the land, and now 
some fifteen out of the original number remain—an ezperi> 
men! which may be regarded as a success. Another batch 
of colonists without capital has arrived since 1888 to take 
the places left vacant and to complete this centre. Of these 
last about half have declared that their laud will produce 
nothing, but the remaining planters at Kone seem to be 
fairly satisfied. Yet another experiment. The local ad¬ 
ministration. having acquired some extensive properties, had 
them cleared of forest, ploughed, dug up, planted, and fenced 
with palisades, with roads constructed, as well as houses built, 
all at the expense of the State. A thousand acres thus 
prepared were given to a Society of Colonisation, who in 
1889 histallecl therein fifteen families, forming an effective 
total of 58 individuals, supplied with provisions for six 
months, tools, and other advantages. 

In return each family was supposed to make annual re¬ 
payments, but not a centime of this debt was ever received 
by the State. Of the fifteen families iihus established there 
remain but four who have made a little profit by other 
means than agriculture. Nevertheless some increase to the 
population of the colony resulted, for M. Carol tells us that 
in New Caledonia four families at the end of ten years have 
given more births than eight families in France at the end 
of fifteen years. 

Another centre was formed at Voh in 1892, where some 
excellent laud was divided into twenty-seven properties. 
Here but ten families have made their living by agriculture, 
the others living from hand to mouth, and, contracting 
debts, have set up shops and cabarets of which they are 
themselves the chief frequenters. 

Admiral Guillain, while Governor from 1862 to 1870, en¬ 
couraged some old soldiers to go and live among the 
Kanakas, and it would seem that these have succeeded best 
of all. Another project of ‘ ce brave Amiral Guillain ’ is also 
recorded by M. Carol: — 

‘ C’e»t k liii que I’oii doit I’iniinigration d’un certain nombre d’orphe- 
liucK ouvoy^us ])ar I’AtwiHtMTicu publique. La population se cumpoaant 
alors presque excIuRivenient dc celibatairi'a dea deux aexes difiicilea a 
cunjoindre, il vuulait favoriser le mariage, fonder de vraiH foyers. Dana 
quelle mesureil y rcusait, e’est ce qn'il Ecruit d61icat de pidciacr. Mais a 
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Farrivce de la frt^gate qui portait Igs jenneH pupilles de TEtat, oificiers 
et fonctionnaircs pouss^rent des cri» d’allegreHue. On chauta ; 

Vcdci deH femmefl, enfiu ! 

Mercj, cher mon^eur Guillain. 

Et I'amiral, j^eudant quelques joiirB, iut populuire ! ’ 

In fact without its inirves New Caledonia would have been 
a profitless colony to France, useful only as a penitential 
dep6t, and not too successtul in tlds respect. The discovery 
of the inexhaustible stores of mineral wealth which lay 
hidden beneath the mountain sides of the tSland is due to a 
certain M. Jules Gamier, who, while searcliing for coal on 
Mont d’Or, within sight of Noumea, in first fouiid 

traces of nickel in a green mineral ore, which has been named 
‘ garnierite,’ peculiar to New Caledonia. The conversion of 
this mineral was first trcuh'd by M. Caulry, who soon dis- 
covei’od, however, that this green ore was not nearly so rich 
in metal as a certain brown-coloured grit, now vulgarly 
termed ‘choeolat/ which had hitherto been thrown aside as 
\alueless. I’he importance of the New-(.^aledoniaii nickel 
thus obtained in the markets of the world dates from this 
discovery, which, however, was first practically exploited by 
Mr. John Higginsun, who soon became the principal owner 
of the richest mines, which he opened after prospecting 
throughout tlu? recesses of the island. Since 1875 the 
properties of nickel as an alloy in the manufacture of steel 
and other compounds of copper and zinc, as w'ell as for nickel 
plating, hav<' become widely recognised, and tlie consequent 
demand for this mineral, which, in the year of its discovery 
in New Caledonia, called for a yearly consumption of four 
hundred tons, now requires fr4un eight to nine thousand tons 
in the 3 ear, and this consumption is constant!}’increasing. 
The American and Canadiiin nickel ore at one time held the 
European markets, but the Nt'w-Caledonian ore is so mucli 
more pure, and can be produced at a much cheaper rate, so 
that the American products have been driven off the field of 
competition. The principal mines, situated in the districts 
of Mueo and Kouc, near Mueo Bay, where there is a tine 
harbour, are all now in the bauds of a. British compaii}'— 
the Nickel Corporation. 

So, also, the cupper mines in the Diahot district, on either 
side of the river oi' that name,^ at the mouth of the island, 
are owned by another British company. We believe that 
silver, lead, and gold mines are also worked. Not only 
nickel and copper, but deposits of cobalt and chrome, are 
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found in tlie same neighbourhood, deposits of decomposed 
serpentine rock between Mount d*Or and XTnia, in the islets 
of Belep and Tande, in Oland Bay and elsewhere. But we 
have no space to devote to the mineral riches of New 
Caledonia. What we have already said about them is 
sufficient to indicate their great value and importance, 
besides the fact that they are mostlj^ owned, not by IVenchbut 
by German and British capitalists. We trust that our ex¬ 
periences of the uitlander troubles at Johannesburg may not 
find a repetition 4 n this Antipddean French territory. Absit 
omen. 

Admiral Cyprian Bridge’s forecast of the future devclope- 
ment of the Western Pacific is, we venture to think, too 
pessimistic. It does not seem to him that the Pacific 
islands arc likely for generations yet to come to be of any 
use to mankind at large. To be of any profitable use for 
Europeans is, perhaps, what he meant to say, for he added: 
* Fertile as they may be, they can only bo made productive 
‘ with labour of which no man can say where it is to be 
‘ obtained.’ Whether it may bo the best for the natives 
themselves that their lauds should be exploited for the 
profit of the European race is a question of ethics which 
we would rather not answer too plainly. The senior foreign 
secretary of the London Missionary Society has put the 
question lately as to how far it is justifiable for any one 
Power to hand over to any other Power sovereign rights 
in islands over which it has not itself exercised any sove¬ 
reignty in the past, and to deal with the people as if they 
were part and parcel of the soil, without any personal right 
to express their preference. Such was the case with Mada¬ 
gascar, it may be remembered, in 1890, when the Hovas, 
who had been christianised by the London Missionary 
Society, were handed over by us to a French protectorate, 
wholly against their will, 4n act which led to disastrous 
wars and calamity, whose effects are even now not wholly 
assuaged. In like manner we havo now handed over to 
the mercies of the Germans, together with the islands of 
Samoa, some thirty-five thousand Samoan Christians, of 
whom at least thirty thousand diave been, and are, under 
the direct care and instruction of oar Congregational and 
Wesleyan missionaries, who have been careful, as we are 
told, not to anglicise their pupils. This is the acme of 
political morality at which we have arrived on the close of 
the nineteenth century. Indeed, trade interests would 
appear to he everything nowadays, when even the Union 
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Jack has come to be looked upon as a ^commercial 
asset.’ • 

The French missionaries^ on the other hand^ regard with 
complacency the appropriation 9 f native lands and the dis¬ 
posal of the natives themselves, but only when they are 
savages, and we know that the Samoans cannot be regarded 
as barbarians. Hear ■vrtiat Monseigneur Vitte, Vicairo 
apostolique of New Caledonia, has to say on this subject:— 

‘ C’est un principe udinis cliez Ics nations civilisoes, que les peu- 
plades sauvages ne torment pas un people proprem^nt dit; qu’elles ne 
posKedent pas ce pouvoir social noninie par nous I’J^tat, ni tons les 
droits qui lui appartiennent. Naturellcment incapablcs de triompher 
par clles-memes d'unc barbaric qui les rend dungereuscs, elles peuvent 
etre conguises l^ffitime7n€ntf par toute nation civilisde et soumisea ii 
sea loia. Or, une de ces lois cst quo touto terre non occnp^c cst du 
domainc do f Etat, et que colui-ci a !o droit d’en disposer pour le bien 
public.* 

To which M. Carol adds :— 

^ Quand, sans provocation, nous d6poss<^(lons de son patrimoine (la 
chose s’eat vue) un peupio orgnnisd, autonome, rogi par des lois 
fixes, avidc de progres aocial, deja, fort avanc^ en civilisation, muis ayant 
ce grand tort de n’avoir pas la penu de la meine coiileur que la noire, 
nous commettons, vis-a-vis dc ce peuplc-la, unc violation du droit des 
gens.’ 

The present administration in New Caledonia certainly 
seems to be acting fairly towards the Kanakas; and our 
rule in New Guinea is apparently proceeding on right 
methods. Some writers have supposed that the gi'adual 
depopulation of the Pacific islands has been going on for 
years, even before the appearance of white men on the 
scene, and that the Polynesians are fated to disappear 
before long. But in some of the islands—such as Tonga 
and Savage Islands—there seems to be a renewal of the 
lease of propagation; while in the Gilbert or Kingsmill 
Islands we are told:— 

' The overflowing awarma of population are a continual source of 
aurprise. Some of the ialanda acorn to form one great village. The 
very smallest of these atolls, only two miles across, lias a population 
of from 1,500 to 2,000, while Taputeuea has from 7,000 to 8,000. 
The population of the wliole group is estimated at over d0,000, while 
ihe area of dry land is not more than 170 square miles, giving more 
than 230 persons per square mile, while in some of the islands it is 
said to reach 400 per square mile—a density of population certainly 
unequalled in the world in any area where the people depend for food 
solely on their own exertions. 
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So—without calling in Chinese immigration, which our 
Australasian colonies would not tolei'ate, \)r even without 
negro or that Indian coolie labour by which the Mauritius 
sugar plantations were rendered so profitable not many years 
since—we may be able to find a hardy, prolific, mixed race 
of labourers,,said to be of a!u energetic temperament within 
our British possessions, capable of making the fertile soil of 
the West Pacific islands productive of sugar, cotton, and 
other crops, which liave formerly made fortunes for our 
planters in the West Indies and elsewhere. Some of the 
islands, such as Espiritu Santo, are much larger than 
Mauritius, where crops of cane producing 130,000 tons of 
sugar for exportation have been obtained. But although 
our class of traders in the Western Pacific has improved 
very much in the last few years, the Germans are still ahead 
of us in this n'spoct, for they send out clerks better educated 
than ours, capable of speaking French and English besides 
their own language, while our young Englishmen can 
seldom speak any language exeepi their own. Fortunately, 
the natives of Polynesia learn English with more ease than 
German ; and even in New Caledonia the Kanakas acquire 
English in the neiglibourhood of the mines where our 
Cornish miners are at work. 

Certainly for some j^ears to come our object should not be 
to extract all the profit possible out of our new possessions 
in the Western Pacific. Onr first duty is towards the native 
iuhubitaiits, and our chief (mdeavonrs should be directed 
to%vards saving them from parting with their patrimony to 
all those grasping syndicates and monopolising companies 
which spread their financial ^rail over whole archipelagoes. 
Should a generous policy be carried out, more for the 
benefit of the native populations than for the exhibition of 
a prosperous budget, wt; may look forward to a sure recom¬ 
pense in the loyalty of the inhabitants, and therefore an 
inexpensive administration over them. Bomilly tells us 
how when he arrived out in Fiji in 1879—a friend of Sir 
Arthur Gordon, without employment—he was sent off in 
command of a party to make the natives of a neighbouring 
island, Kandavu, pick cotton to pay their taxes. This is 
decidedly unpleasant reading. But that is too often the 
first object of a civilian official despatched by the Colonial 
Office to take charge of a newly acquired possession— 
to make it pay, to show a snrplus.* Admiral Cyprian 


♦ We niu,Bt point to Mr, Woodford’s modest budget for the Solomon 
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Bridge indicates the right path to be pursued when he 
writes:— , 

* As we have chosen to go to Now Guinesi uninvited, we are bound 
in honour to do all the good we can to the races who have not rcsentod 
our intrusion, but have received us as friends. If we do not take the 
proper stops, we shall soon find that we have a wolf by the ears. We 
have a noble chance—we aro«ot likely to have anotl^r—of showing 
that Englishmen can rule barbarians without exterminating them or 
dispossessing them of their lands, I believe it poasible to make New 
Guinea hapj)y, prosperous, and civilised; I also believe that it may, 
and in no long time, be made 8tl/-su])j>orting. Bpt the right method 
must be adopted, and a sysU’in to 8uit politicians here and in Australia 
may be utterly unsuited to the conditions cf the country. If the 
latter be adopted, the natives will deserve all the jfity we can give 
them.’ 

If our foreign and colonial officials in Whitehall would 
take into more consideration the honour of the flag which 
our naval and military officers have ever in mind, we might 
have fewer of these diplomatic games of chance and skill in 
which the weal of fellow creatures is passed from hand to 
hand like the counters of Napoleon:— 

‘ Whose game was empires, and whose stakes wore thrones, 
Whose fciblc earth—whose dice were human bones.’ 

Islands as a promising indiciilion of a more righteous and humane 
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Art. X .—"Renry Hart Milman, D.D., Dean of St. Paul’s. 

A biographical sketch by his son Arthur Milman, M.A., 

LL.D. London : 1000. 

rpHB great prominence which thg High Church morement 
has assumed in the ecclesiastical history of England 
during the second and third quarters of the nineteenth 
century, and the extraordinary success with which it has 
permeated the Established Church by its influence, have led 
some writers to exaggerate not a little the place which it 
occupied in fhe general intellectual developement of the 
time. In the universities, it is true, it long exercised an 
extraordinary influence, and Mr. Gladstone, who was by far 
the most remarkable layman whom it profoundly influenced, 
was accustomed to say that for at least a generation almost 
the whole of the best intellect of Oxford was controlled by 
it. It possessed in Newman a writer of most striking and 
undoubted genius. In an age remarkable for brilliancy of 
style he was one of the greatest masters of English prose. 
His power of drawing subtle distinctions and pursuing long 
trains of subtle reasoning made him one of the most skilful 
of controversialists, and he had a great insight into spiritual 
cravings and an admirable gift of interpreting and appealing 
to many' forms of religious emotion. But though he was a 
man of rare, delicate, and most seductive genius, we have 
sometimes doubted whether any of his books are destined 
to take a permanent and considerable place in English 
literature. He w'as not a groat scholar, or an original 
and independent thinker. Dealing with questions insepa¬ 
rably connected with historical evidence, he had neither the 
judicial spirit nor the firm grasp of a real historian, and he 
had very little skill in raeasuying probabilities and degrees of 
evidence. He had a manifest incapacity, which was quite as 
much moral as intellectual, for looking facts in the face and 
pursuing trains of thought to unwelcome conclusions. He 
often took refuge from tliem in clouds of casuistry. The 
scepticism which was a marked feature of his intellect allied 
itself closely with credulity, for it was directed against 
reason itself; and though he has expressed in admirable 
language many true and beautiful thoughts, the glamour of 
his style too often concealed much weakness and uncertainty 
of judgement and much sophistry in argument. 

Many of those who co-operated with him were men of 
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great learning and distinguished ability. No one will ques¬ 
tion the patristic L'nowledge of Pusey, the metaphysical 
acumen of Wal'd, the genuine vein of religious poetry in 
Keble and Faber, the wide accomplishments and scholarly 
criticism of Church. But on the whole the broad stream of 
English thought has gone in otlier directions. In poli¬ 
tics the Oxford movement had brilliant reprpsentatives in 
Cladstone and Selborne, but the ideal of the relations of 
Church and State, and the ideal of education to which the 
Oxford school aspired, have Ijeeu absolutely <li8carded. The 
universities have been secularised. The Irish Established 
(Umrch, which it Avas one of the first objects of the party to 
defend, has been abolished by Gladstone .himself, and 
although the English Established C'hurcb retains its hold 
on the affections of the nation, it is defended by its most 
skilful supporters on very difierent grounds and by very 
different arguments from those which wei’e put forward by 
the Oxford divines. Among the foremost names in lay 
literature during the fifty years we are considering, it is 
curious to observe how few Avere even touched by the move¬ 
ment. Froude is an exec 2 )tion, but ho speedily repudiated 
it. .The medimval sympathies that Avere sometimes shown 
by Buskin sprang from a wholly different source. Macaulay, 
(-arlyle, Hallam, Grote, Mill, Buckle, Tennyson, Browning, 
and the great novelists, from Dickens to George Eliot, all 
Avrote very much as they might have written if the movement 
had never existed. An unusual proportion of the best intellect 
of England passed into the fields of physical science, and the 
methods of reasoning and habits of thought which they 
inculcated Avere Avholly out of harmony with the school of 
Newman, while both geology and Darwinism have made 
serious incursions into long-cherished beliefs. Even in the 
Church itself, though the High Church movement was 
stronger than .any other, great.dednctions have to be made. 
The school of indejjendent biblical criticism, which in various 
degrees has come to be generally accepted, certainly owed 
nothing to it, and several of the most illustrious Churchmen 
of this period were wholly alien to it. Thirlwall and Meri- 
vale were conspicuous examples, but they devoted themselves 
chiefiy to great works of secular history. Arnold—who was 
one of the strongest personal influences of his age, and 
whose influence Avas both perpetuated and widened by Dean 
Stanley—and Whately, who was one of the most indepen¬ 
dent and original thinkers of the nineteenth century, were 
strongly antagonistic. In the fleld of ecclesiastical history 
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it might have been expected that a school which was at once 
BO scholarly and so wedded to tradition wjould have been 
pre-eminent, but no ecclesiastical histories which England 
has produced can, on the whole, be placed on as high a level 
as those which wore written by the great Broad Church 
divine whose name stands at, the head of this article. 

Milman was^ indeed, aman well defwrvingof commemoration 
on account of the works which he produced, yet it is perhaps 
not too much to say that to thost; among whom he lived the 
man seemed even greater than diis works. For many years 
he was a central ’and most popular figure in the best English 
literary society, and he reckoned most of the leading intel¬ 
lects of his day among his friends. He was in an extra¬ 
ordinary degree many-sided both in his knowledge and his 
sympathies. He was an admirable critic, and the eminent 
sanity of his jndgemenf, as well as llie eminent kindness of 
his nature, combined with a great charm bt)th of manner and 
of conversation. Few men of his time had mor(* friends, and 
were more admired, consulted, and loved. 

Mr. Arthur Milman has sketched his father’s life in one 
short volume, written in excellent English and with uni¬ 
formly good taste. We have read it with much interest, 
yet in laying it down it is impossible not to be sensible how 
much of the personal charm which was so conspicuous in 
its subject has passed beyond recf)very. More than thirty 
years have gone by since the old Dean was laid in his 
grave, and but few of those who knew him intimately 
survive. He appears to have kept no journal. He wrote 
nothing autobiogra])hical, and he ha.d a strong sense of the 
chasm that should separate private from public life. It was 
wholly contrary to his unegotistical nature to make the 
great public the confidant of bis domestic affairs or of his 
inner feelings, and he was deeply sensible of the injustice 
which is so often done byi biographers in printing un¬ 
guarded, unqualified opinions and judgements, expressed in 
the freedom of private correspondence. He acted sternly 
on this view. Many of the foremost men in England were 
among his correspondents, but he deliberately burnt their 
letters. ‘ I could never bear,’ we have heard him say, ‘ that 
‘ what was written to me by dear friends in the most un- 

* reserved and absolute confidence should, through my 

* fault, be one day dragged before the public.’ This 
reticence and this strong feeling of the sanctity of friend¬ 
ship and private correspondence, which is now becoming 
very rare, was one of his most charactPristic traits, but it 
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has necessarily deprived his biofjraphy of many elements of 
interest. • 

He was the youngest son of Sir Francis Milman, the 
well-known physician of Georgp IIF. He was born in 1701, 
and educated at Eton and Oxford, where he soon distin¬ 
guished himself sis otio of the. most brilliant of students. 
He won the Newdigiite Tn 1812, the Chancellor’s prize for 
Latin verse in 181.3, the prize for English and Latin essays 
in 1816. He obtained a first class in classics, and in 1815 
he was elected a Fellow of liis college. He was ordained 
in the following year, and a year later Lord Eldon, who 
was then Chancellor of the university, nominated him to 
the vicarage of St. Mary at Reading, where he spent 
eighteen happy and fruitful years. Like most young and 
brilliant men, In; first turned to verse, and for several years 
he poured out in rapid succession a number of dramas and 
poems which have been collected in three siibstn.ntial 
volumes. The tragedy of ‘ F’azio ’ was written when he 
was still at Oxford, and it was speedily followed by a long 
and ambitions epic poem called ‘ Sa,mor, Lord of the Bright 
‘ City; ’ by three elaborate sacred dramas, the ‘ Fall of 
‘ Jerusalem,’ the ‘ Martyr of Antioch,’ and ‘ Belshazzar; * 
and by an historical tragedy on ‘ Anne Boleyn,’ as well as 
by a few minor poems. 

Some of these works had considerable popularity. ‘ Fazio * 
for many years held its place on the stage. Byron, 
in one of his letters to Rogers, speaks of its ‘ great and 
‘ deserved success ’ when it was brought out at Covent 
Garden. Its heroine was a favourite part of Miss O’N’eil 
and of Funny Kemble. It was translated into Italian by 
Del Ongaro for Ristori, whd acted it with admirable power, 
and there was also a French translation or adaptation in 
which Madein(»i8elle Mars took part. The ‘ Fall of Jern- 
‘ Salem ’ was never intended* for the stage, but it had a 
great literary success. Murray, who h^ given only a 
hundred and fifty guineas for ‘ Fazio,’ gave five hundred 
for the * Fall of Jernsalem,' and he gave the same sum both 
for the ‘ Martyr of Antioch ’ and for ‘ Belshazzar,’ which suc¬ 
ceeded it. Neither of these, however, proved as popular as 
the ‘ Fall of Jerusalem,’ but the ‘ Martyr of Antioch ’ con¬ 
tains that noble funeral ode beginning ^ Brother, thou art 
* gone before us, and thy saintly soul is flown,’ which is 
familiar to numbers who are probably not aware of its 
authorship. It is worthy of notice that as recently as 1880 
Sir Arthur Sullivan set the ‘ Martyr of Antioch ’ to music 
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ftnd brought it out at the Leeds Pestiral, where it achiered 
lUi initttGuititc aiT\d brilliant snccBsSj and was frequently per- 
* On t\ie otber band, ‘ Samor ’ an^ ‘ Anne Boleyn ’ 
were almost absolute failures, and, on tbe whole, the longer 
poems of Milmaii have not retained tlicir popularity, and 

probably now rarely find a reader. 

Those who tarn to them will certainly be struck by the 
command of language and metre they display. It was 
shown both in rhyme and in blank verse. Many fine odes 
are scattered through them, and in the octosyllabic verse 
Milman always appears to us peculiarly happy. But his 
poetry, like most of the poetry that was written under the 
Byronic influence, was rather the poetry of rhetoric than of 
imagination, and it wanted both the intensity and the con> 
centration of the great master. Stately, sonorous, fluent, 
unfailingly lucid, it was too lengthy and too artificial, and 
Lockhart was not wholly wrong in pronouncing that it 
showed ‘fine talents but no genius,’ and in urging that 
prose rather than poetry was the vehicle in which its author 
was destined to succeed. In addition, however, to the 
funeral ode to which wo have referred, Milman has written 
many hymns, and some of these are of singular beauty. 
They appeared originally in the collection of that other 
great hymn-writer, Bishop Heber, who was one of his 
dearest friends, and one of the men to whose memory he 
looked back with the fondest affection. The Good Friday 
hymn, ‘Bound upon th’ acenrsM tree,’ the Palm Sunday' 
hymn, ‘ Ride on, ride on in majesty,’ and perhaps still more 
that exquisitely pathetic hymn (so often misprinted in 
modern hymn-books) beginning 

‘ When oiir lieads are bowed with woo, 

WJien our bitter tears o’erflow,’ 

have long since taken their permanent place in devotional 
literature. 

In another and very different field of poetry also he greatly 
excelled. He was an admirable example of that highly 
finished and fastidious classical scholarship which is, or 
was, the pride of our great public schools, and he took 
great pleasure in translations from the classics. He 
translated into rerse the ‘Agamemnon’ of .ffischylus, and 
tbe ‘ Bacchanals ’ of Euripides, and also a great number 
of small and much less known poems. He held the pro¬ 
fessorship of poetry at Oxford from 1821 to 1831, and as 

* Laitrence’s ‘Life of Sir A. SuIIivft,’ p. 310. 
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his lectures, according to the custom which then prevailed, 
were delivered in Latin, he had the happy thoiight of 
diversifying them by English metrical translations of the 
different poems he treated. They range over a wide field 
of obscure Greek poets, as well as of epitaphs, votive in- 
scriptions, and inscriptions relating to the fine arts, and in 
addition to these there* arc translations from Sanscrit 
poetry—a branch of knowledge which was then very little 
cultivated, and to which Milman was greatly attracted. 
These poems the author published in 1865, but the lectures 
in which they were produced he committed to the fiames. 
They had, in his opinion, lost their value through the sub¬ 
sequent publication of the works on the history of Greek 
literature by Bode, Ulrici, Otfried Milller, and Mure. 

In prose his pen was exceedingly active, in 1820 he 
began his long connexion with the 'Quarterly Keview,’ 
which continued, with occasional intervals, through more 
than forty years. His articles extended over a great variety 
of subjects, but most of them were essentially reviews and 
essentially critical. The fact that he was both a poet and 
an accomplished critic of verse caused some persons to 
ascribe to him the authorship of two articles which had an 
unhappy reputation—the criGcism which was falsely sup¬ 
posed to have hastened the death of Keats, and the attack 
upon the ‘ Alastor ’ of Shelley, a poet for whom Milman had 
a special admiration. It is now well known that neither 
of these articles was by him, but it is characteristic of 
his loyalty to his colleagues that he never disclaimed the 
authorship. This loyalty was indeed not less conspicuous 
in his nature than the singular kindness of disposition with 
which he ever shrank from giving pain. After his death a 
few of his many essays in the ‘ Quarterly ’ were collected in 
one volume. Among them there is an admirable account 
of Erasmus, with whom in mental characteristics he had 
considerable affinity. 

In 1829 appeared his first historical work, the ‘ History 
of the Jews,’ a work which excited a violent storm of 
theological indignation. The crime of Milman was that 
he applied to Jewish history the usual canons of historical 
criticism—sifting evidence, discriminating between docu¬ 
ments, pointing out the parallelisms between Jewish con¬ 
ditions and those of other Oriental nations, and attempting 
to separate in the sacred writings the parts which were 
essential and revealed from those which were merely human 
and fallible. In a remarkable preface to a revised and 
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enlarged edition of this work, which was published thirty 
years later, he laid down very clearly the principles that 
had guided him. The Jewish writers, in his opinion, were 

‘ men of their age and country who, they spoke the language, so 
they thought the tlioughts of their nation and their time. . . • They 
had no spcoial knowledge on any Bubject but moral and religious truth 
to dintinguish thi^m from other men, and were as fallible as others on 
all questions of science, and even of history, extraneous to their 
roligiouK teaching. . . . Their one paramount object being instruction 
and enlightenment in religion, thqy left their hearers uninstructed 
and unenlightened us before in other things. . . . In all other respects 
society, civilisation, devch ped itself according to its usual laws. The 
Hebrew in the wilderness, excepting as far as the Law modified his 
manners and liahirs, was an Arab of the desert. Abraham, except in 
his worslii]) and intercourse with the One True (Tod, was a nomad 
Sheik. . . . The moral and religious truth, and this alone, I apprehend, 
is ** tlie Word of God ” contained in the siicred writings.’ 

It must also, he cout(Uidcd, be always remembered that the 
Semitic records are of au ‘essentially Oriental, figurative, 
^ poetical cast,’ and that it is therefore wholly eirotieous to 
suppose that every word can be construed with the precision 
of au Act of Parliament or of a simple modern historical 
iiarrative- 

Hia attitude towards the miraculous was carefully defined. 
He observed the absolute impossibility of evading the con¬ 
clusion that the Jewish writer.s, whetlier eye-witnesses or 
not, implicitly believed in ‘ the supcniataralism, the divine 
‘ or miraculims agency almost throughout the older history 
‘ of the Jews,’ and that it is ‘ an integral, inseparable part 
‘ of the narrative.’ Sometimes it is possible ‘ with more or 
‘ less probability to detect th*^ naked fact which may lie 
‘ beneath the imaginative or marvellous language in which 
‘ it is recorded; but even in these cases the solution can 
‘ be hardly more than conjectural.’ In other cases ‘ the 
‘ supernatural so entirely predominates and js so of the 
‘ intimate essence of the transaction that the facts and 
‘ the iuttjrpretation must be accepted together or rejected 
‘ together.’ hi such cases it is the duty of the historian 
simply ‘ h) relate the facts as recorded, to adduce his 
‘ authorities, and to abstain from all explanation for which 
‘ he has no ground.’ 

The distinction between the providential and the strictly 
mimculous appears to him impossible to draw. ‘Belief in 
‘ Divine Providence, in the agency of God us the Prime 
< Mover in the Natural world as in the mind of Man, is an 
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^ inseparable part of religion. There can be no I'eligion 
^ without it.’ But in numerous cases, to distinguish between 
the simply providential and the strictly miraculous implies 
a knowledge of the working of natural causes greater than 
we possess; and in certain stages of civilisation, and very 
eminently in the Jewish miiid^ there is a marked tendency 
to suppress secondary causes, and to attribute jiot only the 
more extraordinary but also tlie common events of life to 
direct divine agency. The possibility and the reality of the 
miraculous he emphatically asseils. 

‘The pctliuary miracle o£ all, the UcHurrecLi(>n, stands entirely hy 
itself. Every attempt to resolve it into a natural event, a deluHion c.r 
hallucinatiou in the minds of tlio disciples, tlie (ye-wilncsses and 
death-delying witueH-ses to its laitli, or to treat it as an allogory or 
figure of speech, is to mo a signal (iiiture. It must be accepted as the 
keystone—for such it is -and seal to the great Christian doctrine 
of a future life, UK a historical fact, or rejected as a baseless fable.’ 

But great numbers of what were deemed miracles may be 
explained by natural causes, by figurative modes of ex¬ 
pression which were common in Oriental nations, by the 
tendency of the human mind to embellish or exaggerate 
surprising facts, or invent supernatural causes for what it is 
unable to exphi.iu, by the retrospoefcivt^ imagination which 
seeks to dignify the distant past with a supernatural halo. 
The early annals of all iiatiinis are strewn with pretended 
miracles which no one will now maintain, and Milman 
shows in a powei'ful passage how the idea of the miraculous 
has been steadily contracting and receding ; how dangerous 
it is to base the defence of Uhristianity on the evidence of 
miracles rather than on appeals to the consideuce, the mural 
sense, the innate religiousitess, the deep spiritual cravings 
of human nature. 

Such views, though now sufficiently commonplace, seemed 
very novel in England wh(‘n •Milman wrote. Dean Stanley 
described hia work as ‘ the first decisive inroad of Gertnau 

* theology into England; the first palpable indication that 
‘ the Bibhi could be studied like another book; that the 

* characters and events of sacred history could be treated 

* at once criticallj^ and reverently.’ But though Milman 
was very well actjuaiuted with German theology, he resented 
the notion that he was its interpreter or representative. 
He contended that in restricting the province of inspiration 
to the direct inculc^ation of religious truth he was following 
a sound Anglican tradition. He quoted the authority of 
Faley and Warburton, of Tillotson and Seeker. In such 
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principles of interpretation lie said he had found * a safe- 
‘ guard during a long and not unrcflective .-life against the 
‘ difficulties arising out of the philosophical and historical 
‘ researches of his time.’ They had enabled him ‘ to follow 

* out all the marvellous discoveries of science, and all those 
‘ hardly less marvellous, if less certain, conclusions of his- 
‘ torical, ethnological, linguistic briticism, in the serene 
‘ confidence that they are utterly irrelevant to the truth of 
‘ Christianity.’ ‘ If on such subjects,’ he concluded, ‘ some 
‘ solid ground be not found ‘on which highly educated, 
‘ reflective, reading, reasoning men may find firm footing, 
‘ I can foresee nothing but a wide, a widening—I fear, an 
‘ irreparable—breach between the thought and the religion 

* of England. A comprehensive, all-embracing, truly Catholic 
‘ Christianity which knows what is essential to religion, 
‘ what is temporal^ and extraneous to it, ^nay defy the 

* world.’ 

These words are taken from the later preface to which 
we have referred. In the same preface, and also in his 
‘ History of Christianity,’ may be found some interesting 
remarks on the Cerman school of Biblical criticism, the 
greater portion of which has arisen since the original pub¬ 
lication of the ‘ History of the Jews.’ In many of its con¬ 
clusions he had anticipated it, and he was quite as sensible 
as the German writers of the hopelessness of a»*eking 
scientific revelations in the Biblical narrative ; of the worth¬ 
lessness of most of the common schemes for reconciling 
science and theology; of the untrustworthy character of 
Jewish chronology and Jewish figures; of the grave doubts 
that hang over the authorship and the date of some of the 
books; of the necessity of making full allowance when 
reading them for human fallibility and inaccunicy. At the 
same time his admiration for the German critics was by no 
means unqualified. While fully admitting their extra¬ 
ordinary learning, industry, and ingenuity, he complained 
that their too common infirmity was ‘ a passion for making 
‘ history without historical materials,’ basing the most 
dogmatic and positive statements upon faint indications, or 
upon ingenious conjectures that could not legitimately go 
beyond a very low degree of probability. The assurance 
with which these writers undertook by internal evidence to 
decompose ancient documents, assigning each paragiuph to 
an independent source; the decisive weight they were 
accustomed to give to slight improbabilities or coincidences, 
and to small variations of style and phraseology ; the con- 
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fideuce with which they put forward solutions or conjectures 
which, however Jngeiiious or plausible, were based on no 
external evidence as if they were proved facts, appeared to 
him profoundly unhistorical. 

It must have been somewhat* irritating to one who clung 
so closely to University life, and who had been justly re¬ 
garded as one of the mcfst brilliant of Oxford scholars, to 
tind that his own University was prominent in the con¬ 
demnation of the ‘History of the Jews.’ Only two years 
before he had preached with general approbation the 
Bainpton Lectures in defence of Christianity. His new 
work was again and again condemned from the University 
pulpits, and among others by the Margaret*Professor of 
Divinity, and by the Hulsean lecturer for 1882. The 
clamour was naturally taken up in many other quarters, and 
especiiilly by the religious newspapers. It was noticed that 
‘ Milinan’s Kistory ’ appeared in the window of Carlisle, the 
infidel bookseller. 

‘ I only wish,’ wrote Milrnnn, when the fact was brought to his 
notice, ‘all Carlisle’s customers would rend ir. A noble lord once 
wrote to the bishop of a certsiin diocese to complain tliat a baronet 
who lived in the same parish brought his mistress to church, which 
sorely shocked his regular family. The bisho}) gravely assured liim 

that he WJis very glad to liear that Sir- brought his naughty lady 

to church, and hoped that she would profit by what she heard there 
and amend her ways. So say I of Carlisle’s cirstomers.’ 

The Jews themselves were much pleased and flattered by 
the book, and subscribed a piece of plate as a testimonial to 
the author. 

The opinions expressed in this, as in his later works, no 
doubt in some degree obstructed the promotion of Milman 
in the Church, but he had no reason to regret it. Of all 
men, he once said, he thought he owed most to Bishop 
Blomfield, for there was once a* question of offering him a 
bishopric, and it was a remonstrance of the Bishop of 
London that prevented it. ‘ I am afraid,^ he said, ‘ that if it 
‘ had been oflered me 1 should have accepted it, and 1 should 
‘ then never have written my “ Latin Christianity.” ’ But, 
though he escaped the fate which has cut short the best 
work of more than one distinguished historian, his con¬ 
spicuous position among the scholars and writers in the 
Church was widely recognised, and he was soon transferred 
from a provincial town to a central position in the Metropolis. 

* Smith’s * Memoirs of J. Mfirray,’ ii. p. 800, 

yOL. OZCI. NO. COOXOIl. 


K tf 




520 


Dean Milman. 


April, 


In 1885 Sir Robert Peel made him Rector of St. Margaret’s, 
Westminster, and Prebendary in the Abb^y. Though con¬ 
tinuing without intermission his liislurical work, he appears 
to have discliargod with exemplary vigour the duties of a 
large and poor parish until 1849, when Lord John Russell 
appointed him Dean of St. Paul’s. The position was exactly 
suited to hiln. It was one of much dignity, but also of 
much leisnre, and it gave him ample opportunities of pur¬ 
suing the studies which were the true work of his life. 

The great subject of the history of Christianity was, in¬ 
deed, continually before him. Among other things, he 
studied minutely both the text and the authorities of Gibbon, 
for whom ho had a deep and growing admiration. An 
excellent edition of Gibbon was one of.the first results. Mil- 
man’s notes have l)een included in Smith’s later edition, and, 
though a large proportion of them were naturally somewhat 
controversial, being devoted to refuting some of the con^ 
elusions of the fifteenth and sixteenth chapters, it is impos¬ 
sible to read them without recognising the candour as well 
as the learning and the acumen of the critic. Few things 
that Milman has written are finer than the preface in which, 
in ten or twelve masterly pages, he sums up his estimate of 
his great predecessor. 

The three volumes of the ‘ History of Christianity,’ deal¬ 
ing with its early history up to the pfjriod of the abolition 
of Paganism in the Roman Empire, appeared in 1840, and 
they were followed by the six large volumes of the ‘ History 
‘ of Latin Christianity,’ carrying the history of the Western 
Churcli to the end of the Pontificate of Nicholas V. in 1455. 
This great work was published in two instalments—the first 
three volumes in 1854, and ■ the remaining three in the 
following jear—and it gave its author indisputably the first 
place among the ecclesiastical historians of England and a 
high place among the historians of the nineteenth century. 
He possessed, indeed, in an eminent degree some of the 
qualities that are most rare, and at the same time must 
valuable, in ecclesiastical history. A large proportion of 
the most learned ecclesiastical historians have been men who 
have ‘devoted their whole lives to this single department of 
knowledge, who derived from it all their measures of proba¬ 
bility and canons of criticism, and who, treating it as an 
isolated and mainly supernatural thing, have taken very 
little account of the intellectual and political secular in¬ 
fluences that have largely shaped its course. Most of them 
alan have been men who nndertoook their task with convic*- 
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tions and habits of thoaght that were absolutely incom¬ 
patible with real independence and impartiality of judge¬ 
ment in estimating either the events or the characters they 
described. Milman was wholly iree from these defects. 
His wide knowledge, his cool, critical, admirably trained 
judgement, were never better shown than in the many pages 
in which he has pointed ouf the analogies or resemblances 
between Jewish and other Oriental beliefs; the manner in 
which national characteristics or secular intellectual ten¬ 
dencies affected theological types*; the countless modifications 
in belief or practice which grew up, as the Church accommo¬ 
dated itself to the conditions of successive ages j^nd entered 
into alliance^or conflict with different political systems; the 
many indirect, subtle, far-reaching ways in which the world 
and the Church interacted upon each other in all the great 
departments of speculation, art, industry, social and political 
life. A certain aloofness and coldness of judgement in 
dealing with sacred subjects was the roprojich which was 
most frequently brought against him. As he himself said, 
he wrote rather as an historian than a religious instructor, 
and he dealt with his subject chiefly in its temporal, social, 
and political aspects. Justitie and impartiality of judgement 
to friend and foe he deemed one of the first moral duties of 
an historian, and Dean Church was not wrong in ascribing 
to him a quite ‘ unusual combination of the strongest feeling 
‘ about right and Wrong with the largest equity.’ ‘ What a 
delightful book, so tolera^nt of the intolerant! ’ was his 
characteristic eulogy of the work of another writer, and it 
truly reflects the turn of his own mind. Provost Hawtrey, 
who was no mean judge of men, said, after an intimacy of 
nearly fifty years, that he had never known a man who 
possessed in a greater degree than Milman the virtue of 
Christian charity in its highest and rarest form. It was a 
gift which stood him in good stead in dealing wit^ the very 
blended characters, the tangled politics, the often misguided 
enthusiasms of ecclesiastical history. Wliile he was c^msti- 
tutionally extremely averse to the moral casuistry which 
confuses the boundaries of right and wrong, he had too 
sound a grasp of the evolution of history to fall into the 
common ercpr of judging the acts of one age by the moral 
standards of another. His history was eminently a history 
of large lines and broad tendencies. The growth, influence, 
and decline of the Papacy—the distinctive characteristics of 
Latin and Teutonic Christianity; the effect of Christianity 

on Jurisprudence ; the monastic system in its various phases ; 

* 
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the rise and con(jueBts of Mohammedanism; the severance of 
Greek from Latin Christianity; Charleryagne, Hildebrand, 
the Crusades, the Templars, the Great Councils; the decay 
of Latin and the rise of modern languages; the influence of 
the Church on literature, painting, sculpture, and architec¬ 
ture - are but a few of the great subjects he has treated, 
always with knowledge and intelligence, often with con¬ 
spicuous brilliancy. 

In so vast a field there were, no doubt, many subjects 
which have been treated with a greater fulness and com¬ 
pleteness by other writers. There are some in which subse¬ 
quent research has gone far to supersede what Milman has 
written, an'd inaccuracies of detail not unfrequently crept 
into his work ; but in the truthfulness of its brdhd lines, in 
the sagacity of its estimates both of men and events, it 
holds a high place among the histories of the world. Very 
few historians have combined in a larger measure the three 
great requisites of knowledge, soundness of judgement, and 
inexorable love of truth. The growth and modifications 
of doctrines and the ininutiao of religious- controversies 
were, however, subjects in which he took little interest, and 
though they could not be excluded from an ecclesiastical 
history, they arc dealt with only in a slight and cursory 
manner. Those who desire to study in detail this side of 
ecclesiastical history will find other histories much more 
useful. Critics of different religious schools have com¬ 
plained that his mind was essentially secular; that he had a 
low sense of the certainty and the importance of dogma; 
that there were some classes of ecclesiastical writers who 
have been deeply revered in the Church with whom he had 
no real sympathy; that the spirit of criticism was stronger 
in his book than the spirit of reverence; that he did not do 
full justice to the spiritual and inner side of the religion he 
described. He looked upon it, they said, too externally. 
He valued it as a moral revolution, the introduction of new 
principles of virtue and new rules for individual and social 
happiness. Much of this criticism would probably have 
been accepted with but little qualification by Milman him¬ 
self. He would have said that what these writers'com¬ 
plained of was in the main inseparable from an historical as 
distinguished from a devotional treatment of bis subject. 
He would have added that no form' of human history reveals 
so clearly as ecclesiastical history the fallibility, the credu¬ 
lity, the intolerance of the human mind, or requires more 
imperatively the constant exercise of independent judgement 
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and of fearless and unsparing criticism, and that, if the 
history of the Cijurch is ever to be written with profit, it 
must be written in such a spirit. Of his own deeper convic*. 
tions he seldom spoke: but in the concluding page of his 

* Latin Christiauity ’ there is a passage of profound interest. 
Leaving it, as he says, to the future historian of religion to 
say what part of the ancient dogmatic system may be allowed 
to fall silently into disuse, and what transformations the 
interpretation of the Sacred Writings may still undergo, he 
adds these significant words 

• 

‘ As it is iny own confidunt belief that the words of Clirist, and His 
words alone (the primal indefeasible truths of Christianity), shall not 
pass away, so I cannot presume to say that men may not attiiiu to a 
dearer, at the same time more fnll, comprehensive, and balanced sense 
of those words, than lias as yet been generally received in the 
Christian world. As all else is transient and mutable, these only 
eternal and universal, assuredly whatever liubt may be thrown on the 
mental constitution of man. even on the constitution of nature and the 
laws which govern the world, will be concentered so as to give a more 
penetrating vision of those undying truths. . . Christianity m.ay yet 
have to exercise a far wider, even if more silent and untraceable influ* 
ence, ^trough its primary, all-pervading principles, on the civilisation 
of mankind.' 

Macaulay, speaking of the * History of Latin Christianity ’ 
in his Journal, says, ‘ I was more impressed than ever by the 

* contrast between the substance and the style: the sub* 

* stance is excellent; the style very much otherwise.’ 
Looking at it from a purely literary point of view, it had 
undoubtedly great merits. Milman baik an admirable sense 
of proportion—a rare quality in history. He was invariably 
lucid, and it is easy to cull frcAn his history many characters 
excellently drawn, many pages of vivid narrative, or terse 
and weighty criticism. Still, on the whole his historic style 
is on a mvich lower level than tlilit of Macaulay, Buckle, and 
Froude, though it will compare, we think, not unfavourably 
with that of Hallam and Grote. The points of controversy 
are usually relegated to his notes, which contain a great 
mass of carious learning and excellent criticism. The 
reader who turns to them from works of the German School 
will be struck by his strong English common sense and 
grasp of facts, and his dislike of subtle far-fetched ingenui¬ 
ties of explanation. He has the crowning merit of being 
always readable, and his strong sane moral sense never 
left him. He was probably at his best in the later volumes, 
when he could treat his subject like secular history and was 
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free 4rom the einbarrassiag theological difficulties of the 
earlier portion, and he is especially admirable in those 
^chapters which give scope to his wide literary and artistic 
sympathies. He was an excellent Italian scholar h.nd 
keenly sensible of the beauties of Italian literature, and his 
love of the ancient classics never left him. There was some¬ 
thing at occe characteristic and amusing in the delight 
which he again and again expressed, after the termination of 
his History, at being able to return to them after spending 
so mtiny years in reading had Latin and Greek. In taste 
and character he was indeed pre-eminently a man of letters, 
and as such he ranks in the 'first line among his contem¬ 
poraries. f 

The outburst of indignation that in some quarters 
had greeted the first appearance of the ‘ History of the 
‘ Jews ’ was not repeated when that work was republished 
in an enlarged form. Nor does it appear to have arisen on 
the appearance of the' two later histories. Newman re¬ 
viewed the ‘ History of Early Christianity ’ at great length, 
speaking with much personal respect of the writer, though 
he was naturally extrcracdy hostile to its spirit. The 
difference between the High Church sentiment anS the 
mind of Milman was indeed organic. Milman’s own type of 
thought was formed before the Tractarian movement had 
begun ; the sacerdotal spirit was thoroughly alien to him, 
and his profound study of ecclesiastical history had certainly 
not tended to attract him to it. He fully recognised both 
the abilities and tlus piety of Newman, and he described his 
secession as jierhi^s the greatest loss the Chui-cli of 
England had experienced since th<‘, Heformatiou; but he 
disliked his opinions, he profoundly distrusted the whole 
character of his mind and reasonings, and he early foresaw 
that he could never find a permanent resting-place in the 
English Church. In the peothumous volume of Essays there 
will be found a full and must searching examination of 
Newman’s ‘ Essay on Development,’ in which these points 
of difference are clearly shown. For Keble, Milman enter¬ 
tained warmer feelings. They were contemporaries, and at 
one time most intimate friends. In the field of sacred 
poetry they had been fellow labourers. Keble had succeeded 
Milman as professor of poetry, and Milman had been one of the 
few persons who had read the ‘ Christian Year ’ in manuscript. 
When, after Kehle’s death, a committee was appointed to 
erect a memorial to his memory, Milman was much hurt at 
finding that it was determined to give it a distinctly Trao- 
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tariau character, and that his own name was deliberately 
excluded. In Milman’s last years the Oxford movement had 
begun to assume* its ritualistic form, and questions of vest¬ 
ments and ceremonies and candles came to the forefront. 
With all this Milman had no sympathy. ‘ After the drama,’ 
he said of it, ‘ the melodrama ! ’ 

It was a roinai'kable coincidence that for sope years the 
two deaneries of London were both held by brilliant men of 
letters and by men with the strojigest theological sympathy. 
A feeling of warm personal,affection united Milman and 
Stanley, and there was something peculiarly toiichiug in 
th# almost filial attitude which Stanley assumed towards 
his older colleJigue. In one point, however,, they differed 
greatly. Stanley was a keen fightiu’. He threw himself 
into the forefront of ecclesiastical controversies, ami was 
never seen to greater advantage than when leading a small 
minority, doffing inveterate prejudice, defending an un¬ 
popular cause. Milman could seldom be tempted to follow 
his example. Ho pleaded old age and declining strength, 
but, in truth, though ho never flinched from the avowal of 
his own opinions, he had a deep and increasing distai^tc for 
religions controversies and Church politics. He was rarely 
seen in Convocation, and he always regarded its revival as a 
misfortune. He proposed, however, in it a petition for the 
disco utiiiuaneo of the use of the Stab; services com- 
uiemurutlng the mai tyrdom of Charles I., the restoration 
of Charles XL, the discovery of the gunpowder plot, and the 
Revolution of loss; and Parliament soon after adopted his 
view. He also sat on the Royal Commission in 18C4 for 
considering the subject of clerical subscription. He took 
oil this occasion a characteristic lino, advocating a complete 
abolition of the subscription of the Articles, and desiring 
that the sole test of inember.«iliip of the Church should be 
the acceptance of the Liturgy* and the Creeds. In 1865 
he received an invitation, which greatly gratified him, to 
preach before the University • of Oxford the annual sermon 
off Hebrew prophecy. The sermon was delivered in the 
pulpit of St. Mary’s, where many yea,rs before ho had been 
so vehemently condemned for views on the same .subject, no 
one of which, as he truly said, he had either recanted hr 
modified. His sermon was afterwards printed, and would 
form a worthy chapter of his ‘ History of the Jews.’ In the 
ColehBO controversy he had no great sympathy with either 
-side. Many of Bishop Coleusu’s arguments appeared to 
'him crude or exaggerated, and he dissented from many of 
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his conclusions, but he considered that he had been treated 
-with gross injustice and intolerance, and he accordingly 
subscribed to his defence fund. For the*re8t, he confined 
his ecclesiastical life as much as possible to his own 
cathedra], where he presided over the-State funeral of the 
Duke of Wellington, and where he introduced the custoji 
of throwing (tpen the nave to evening services. His last and 
unfinished work was his ‘Annals of St. Paul,’ investigating 
its history and portraying with his old learning and with 
much of his old felicity the lives of his predecessors. 

It' was however in secular literary society that he was 
most fitted to shine, and there he passed many of 4ii8 
happiest houiis. The usual honours of a distinguished man 
of letters clustered thickly around him. He was a trustee 
of the British kliisenra ; an honorary member of the Royal 
Academy; a correspondent of the Institut of France. He 
was also a member of ‘ The Club ’—the small dining club 
which was founded in 1761 by Sir Joshua Reynolds and Dr. 
Johnson, and which since then has included in its fort¬ 
nightly dinners the great majority of those Englishmen 
who tn many walks of life have been most distinguished by 
their genius or their accomplishments. He was elected to 
it in l8dG, three 3 ears before Macaulay, and he became one 
of its most constant attendants. In 1841 ‘ The Club ’ made 
him its treasurer, and he held that position for twenty-three 
years, and presided over the centenary dinner in 1864. 
He was also an original member of the Philobiblon Society, 
which has brought together many curious and hitherto 
unknown documents, and he wrote for it a short paper on 
Michael Scott the Wizard, who, as he showed, had been 
once offered the Archbishopric'of Cashel. He was never a 
keen politician, but he was intimate with a long succession 
of leading statesmen, and he contributed to Sir Cornewall 
Lewis’s * Administrations cf Great Britain ’ a full and 
valuable letter on the relations of Pitt and Addington, which 
was largely based on his own recollections of the latter 
statesman. * 

London society in the middle of the century was much 
smaller and less mixed than at present, and there was then 
a’ distinctively literary or at least intellectual society which 
can now hardly be said to exist. The most eminent men of 
letters came more frequently together. Criticism was in 
fewer and perhaps stronger hands, and was to a larger 
extent representative of the opinions expressed in such 
social gatherings. In this kind of society Milmau was long 
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a foremost figure. He had all the gifts that fit men for it— 
not only brilliancy, knowledge, and versatility, but also 
unfailing tact, a rare charm of courtesy, a singularly wide 
tolerance. He was quick and.generous in recognising rising 
talent, and he had that sympathetic touch which seldom 
failed to elicit what was best in those with whom he came 
in contact. Few men pbsaessed more eminently the genius 
of friendship—the power of attaching others—the power of 
attaching himself to others. In the long list of his intimate 
friends Macaulay, Sir Charles''Lyell, and Sir.George Coruewall 
Lewis were, we believe, conspicuous. Like most men of this 
type, he found the multipljing gaps around him the chief 
trial of old age. Not long before he died," there was an 
exhibition of contemporary portraits, but though Milmau 
went to it he could not go through it. ‘When I found 
‘ myself,’ he said, ‘ suiTounded by tb(‘ likenesses—often the 
‘ miserable likenesses— of so many I had known and loved, it 
‘ was more than T could beai-.’ 

An admirable portrait by \Va.tt8 which is reproduced in 
this volume will recall to those who knew him his appearance 
in old age—his strong masculine features beaming with 
intelligence, his grand shaggy brows, his bright and 
penetrating eyes. An illness affecting the spine had bowed 
him nearly double, and there are still those who will 
remember how his bent figure seemed projected, almost like 
a bird in its flight, across the dinner table, while his eager 
brilliant talk delighted and fascinated his hearers. In his 
last years*increasing deafness obliged him to narrow the 
circle of his social life, but he retained to the end all the 
vividness of his mind and sympathies, and when at length 
death came in his seventy-eighth year, it found him in the 
midst of unfinished work. His life was not of a kind to win 
wide popularity and to give him a conspicuous place among 
the great masses of his nation, but few English clergymen 
of liis generation made so deep an impression on those who 
Cjime in contact with them or have left works of such 
enduring value behind them. 



528 


Great Britain and South Africa. 


April, 


Art. Xt. —1. The Qaeen'e Speech on the Opening of Par¬ 
liament, January 3U, 190Q. 

2. Gorreepondmcii with the Pj^eidmts of the South African 
Republic and the Orange Free State reepectimj the War. 
Presented to Parliament March 1,900. 

Tn the time of the Crimean War the late PriuCe Consort 
stirred in no small degree the public mind by declaring 
that ‘ coastitutiopal governmedt was under a heavy trial,* 
and couM only successfully pass through it if the country 
would grant a patriotic, indulgent, and self-denying con¬ 
fidence to Her Majesty’s Govfjrnment.* Nearly half a 
century later the I’rinie Minister, from his place in the 
House of Lords, questions the efficacy of the British Con¬ 
stitution as ‘ an instrument of war,’ and mouriLf ully suggests 
that with such a handicap the British nation can hardly 
expect that the beginnings, at least, of its military opeja- 
tions should be crowned with succoss.f Yet a survey of 
thS history of Europe might well make us doubt whether 
Continental systems of government have in truth proved 
themselves much nior<; efficient than our own even in the 
conduct of war, while v-'c are saved from those civil and 
domestic dangers which in some countries attend almost as 
a matter of course upon reverses in the field. 

lu our recent difficulties that condition of success, so 
rightly postulated by the Prince Consort, has fortunately 
existed. The British people have been praotienlly united 
in the desire to sup])ort the Goviumiueiit of the day in 
achieving complete and rapid victory over the forces of the 
two South African Itepublics. 'I'liey ginidge no sacrifices of 
men or money which may bo necessary for this purpose. 
They ask only to be led to victory, and to be shown how 
best to place the whole Empire in a position of impregnable 
defence. So strong, indeed, has run the popular feeling of 
the moment in the direction of sti*eugthening Her Majesty’s 
Government that there has been some danger lest the voice 
of criticism and free comment, which it is never wise or 
safe to dispense with, should be altogether silenced.* 

The situation in which the country has found itself has 
been a grave one. Our arms had received the most 

.* Speech at the Trinity House, June 1855. « 

t Speech of Lord Salisbury in the Debate on the Address in the 
Bouse of Lords, January 30,1000. 
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unexpected checks, and the public mind has been filled with 
anxiety. Uin^er thesi' circumstances the country and the 
Houses of Parliament have rHillied in a fashion rarely before 
seen in support of the Government of the day. We rejoice 
at it, without however at, all sharing what is apparently 
the view of a large porthjUcof the public represented by 
articles and letters in’newspapers, and by the thoughtless 
talk of ‘ the man in the street,’ that free political discussion 
and debate from various standpoints, which is, of course, 
the very life and soul of 'onr parliamentary system, need 
be or ought to be suspended. It is agamst the induct of 
the House of Commons espechilly, that during the stress 
of war, and in the excitement of the public ftiiiid necessarily 
aceoinpanying it, these censors of tin* Coustit'ition have 
directed their indignant remonstrances. To take some of 
these critics literally, and to follow out their I'Casoning 
logically, would lead us at once to the. appointment of-a 
Dictator. Political criticism, if it is to be permitted at all, 
is in their view to be reserved for anonymous writers in the 
press. It 'is, it seems, the privilege of the newspaper* in 
a country happy in a ‘free press ’ to discuss great questions 
of policy, other debate being superHuous—to decide, for 
instance, upon peace or war. It is the humbler, but necessary, 
function of the House of Commons to provide, either in 
silence or amidst an unbroken clmrus of praise of the Ad¬ 
ministration, sufficient stipplies to carry out the policy thus 
decreed ! 

In sub(‘r (ruth the House (.tf Commons :iu<l Pcirliaineut 
have upon their shoulders little or no responsihility for the 
policy of the war, good oi- bad, in South Africa. Indeed, 
it is believed by some vefy compettmt judges of parlia¬ 
mentary opinion that had the session of 189!) continued 
without inteiTiipiioii*throughout the months of August and 
September no war would liav<? taken place. However this 
may be, there cun be no doubt that during July the pre¬ 
vailing sentiment urnong responsible members of Parlia¬ 
ment on both sides of the House was that a prudent 
stutesmanflhip and a conciliatory diplomacy- would succeed 
in maintaining peace - that war would not, and ought not, 
t<> come about. The- grievances of the Outlaiiders were 
great and undeniable, though they had been enormously 
exaggerated by* the friends of the Chartered Company. 
They were productive of the greatest irritation, a feeing 
which was utilised by the extremists of both factions— 
Ontlauder and Boer—in South Africa, who wanted war, or 
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at least what was attainable only by war; and it was 
eminently desirable, in the interest of peace, that these 
grievances should be removed. Still, in July last, men 
seriously asked themselves whether war against the South 
African Sepublic was the wisest method of redressing those 
grievances, and of bringing about an improved state of 
things in South'Africa generally. It seemed at that time 
that it was wise to consider not only the weight of the 
grievances, but the cost of the remedy. In shoit, the ques¬ 
tion then was, or seemed to be, whether war with the 
Kepublic^ould produce over and above its necessary cost in 
blood and money a great balance of profit, in an improved 
system of government in the Transvaal, in better relations 
between English and Dutch throughout South Africa, and 
in an increase of strength to the Empire. 

We dealt six months ago with llie diplomatic controversy 
which, while it lasted, exacerbated rather than allayed the 
irritation between the two Governments and nations, and 
finally broke down in war. Yet there is the g**eatest reason 
for^oubting whether Messrs. Kruger and Joubert were in 
truth much more desirous of war than Lord Salisbury’s 
Cabinet. That the invasion of Natal and Cape Colony was 
but* part of a great Dutch conspiracy running through the 
whole of South Africa to drive the British into the sea has 
been alleged, but no evidence worthy of the name has been 
adduced in support of this portentous theory of the origin of 
the war, and it is not now generally credited. On the 
other hand it is clear that Kruger wished to make of the 
Transvaal an entirely free and independent sovereign state. 
That the Boers had been arming for years in view of a 
possible conflict with Great Britain had of course been long 
known to our Government and to all who had taken any 
interest in South African affairs. Caplain Younghusband, 
in his excellent and impartial book,* has described how, on 
revisiting the Transvaal after the Baid, be found the Boers 
determined never again to be ‘caught napping;’ and it 
was in the years following the Said that in the main the 
military preparations of the Boers were made. They believed, 
we imagine, that it was the deliberate policy of Mr. Rhodes 
to paint the whole of South Africa red, and that it was only 
by their own force of arms that this could be resisted. Our 
diplomacy unfortunately never succeeded in' dispelling from 

• * South Africa of To-day/ by Captain Francis Younghusband, G.I.E* 
Second edition, London, 1899. 
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the suspicious Boer iiiiud the belief that the treacherous 
schemes laid ^^aiiist their iiidependeucc by the promoters 
of the Bald were secretly ftivoured by the Jniperial Govern* 
ment, who would, they thouf^lit, have heartily welcomed 
its success. Popular feeling liacl, in truth, before the 
diplomatic controversy ended, become bitterly excited both 
in South Africa and at home, and it would have required 
very strong as well as peace-loving statesmen here aud 
in the Transvaal to exercise the virtue of patience, to control 
the impetuosity of their countiyinen, and to withstand the 
passion of the hour. Our own Government, indeed, up 
to the very last believed that President Kruger would 
yield to pressure and the fear of war. They were curiously 
ill-informed of the spirit which animated the Goverament 
and people of the Transvaal. 'Po many of the English 
of Johannesbui'g that Government seemed nothing but a 
corrupt ring of adventurers, and the Boers a few thousand 
lazy loafers, whose heads had been turned by the much- 
inagnitied triumph won over a few English companies at 
Majuba Hill, and who would never stand up against a 
well-led division of the British army. There were English¬ 
men who knew the Transvaal and Us inhabitants better 
than this, but they bad not, like the voice of «Tohannes- 
burg, the ear of the British people. These men at least 
were not surprised when, at the calling out of the reserves 
for service in South Africa, President Kruger, instead 
of being frightened into surrender, replied by his famous 
uliimaium, and crossed the frontier of Natal; and so it 
came about that Parliament, prorogued in August in the 
sanguine belief iu ilio continuance of peace, met again in 
October to vote supplies in a war already begun by the 
actual invasion of the dominions of the Queen. 

From that time to the present the only questions in which 
the country has taken the slightest interest are the progress 
of the war and the military situation of Great Britain and 
the Empire. It has been, since October last, perfectly clear 
to British common sense that however much beforehand war 
was to he deprecated, however much it had been the duty of 
statesmanship to do its very utmost, consistent with honour, 
to avoid it, the struggle having once begun, it has become 
essential to our own continuance in South Africa as a Power 
at all that the overwhelming might of the Empire should be 
established by force of arms beyond all manner of doubt or 
question. It is true that there had been grievous misunder¬ 
standings and ilbfounded suspicions on both sides, and that 
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the Boer people believed, with in intensity of conviction to 
which their resistance has been a witness, that recourse to 
arms was the only method by, which th<*y could preserve 
their much-prized national independence. Nevertheless, the 
question once put to the test of war, and in the last resort 
so put by the Boers themselves—Who is the stronger, Boer 
or Briton ?—there can, it is clear, be no possibility of stable 
equilibrium in South Africa (we say nothing of the stability 
of the British Empire) till that question has been answered 
unmistakeably and once for all. * 

It is only fair to the Government to recollect when their 
nnpreparedness for war is alleged against them that in 
October last their preparations were on aucli a scale as to 
surpass the expectations not only of the general public but 
also of those wlio were supposed to have special information 
on all South African questions—their military advisers, Mr. 
Rhodes, indeed all men. The Capo and Natal Governments 
realised perhaps more iic<Mirately than either people, what a 
terrible thing war would be for all concerii#rl. In England 
the general belief was that our forces had been provided on 
such a very large scale in order to make a rapid end of all re¬ 
sistance, and so lessen the effusion of blood ! Why was it that 
we all of us held so cheap the martial strength of the Boer 
nation ? The Boers, it was said, and with truth, had no regular 
army, while the whole Dutch population of the Transvaal, 
with women and cliildreii, was estimated at about 150.000 
at the outside—less, therefore, than that of many medium¬ 
sized English towns such as Portsmouth or Cardiff. How 
could the farmei-8 ot tlie veldt and the shopmen of Pretoria 
and Johannesburg jtossibly resist for many weeks together the 
arinyot 7o,000 highly disciplined and splendidly armed troops 
which before the end of November had arrived in Cape 
Colony and Natal froiii England and India, under the com- 
Tnaud of the ablest generals it Was in the power of the Govern¬ 
ment to select P . So far as has been yet ascertained, the in¬ 
formation supplied to the Goveriinjent by the Intelligence 
Department was substantially accurate as to the material 
strength, i.e. as to the numbers of men the two republics 
could put in the field against us, and the character and 
quantity of their equipment. In 1898 that Department had 
printed for private circulation a book (of which a fresh edition 
was printed only last June) in which the number of men in 
the Transvaal liable for service was reckoned at 31,000, in¬ 
cluding the police, and in the Orange Free State at 20,000, 
or 51 ,(^0 in all, and 4,000 were estimated as the sort of number 
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who isig'ht comwto the aid o& the Boere from across the 
British.frontier and from foreign eonntries. They earned the 
Mauser rifle, bul were unprovided with bayonets or other 
arms for hand-tc-hand fighting. As to ordnance, in 1898 
our Government was informed'tliat the Transvaal possessed 
sixteen Oreusot 16 c. guns, and in Juno last twenty-one 37 
millimdtre automatic guns, and nine 75 millir^etre g'uns, all 
ranking as field guns, and four howitzer 4*7 guns, and that 
in September last eleven more 76 millimetre guns were in¬ 
troduced, while the Orange Free State had two batteries, or 
twelve 75 millimetre guns, or 73 guns in all, and there were 
besides some dozen and a halfof old guns of various patterns 
in the country before 1891." 

According to the military authorities consulted by the 
Governmf'iit—including, it need scarcely Im said, every emi¬ 
nent soldier acquainted with South Africa—the measures 
taken in the first instance Avere amjdy sufficient, first to 
protect Natal and ultimately to defeat any armies the 
Republics could put into the field, Yet when Parliament 
met at the end of January, nearly four months after the 
issue of President Kruger's ultimatum, the Boer forces were 
not only unvanquishod but were still in the occupation of 
wide districts of British territory, they hmJ captured nineteen 
British guns, and bad caused a loss to our forces in killed, 
wounded, and missing of about 10,900 men. In February, 
when Mr. George Wyndham ma<le his statement in the 
House of Commons on tlu; military situation, the British 
army in South Africa, with the South African levies and 
the Colonial contingents, numbered nearly 200,000 men ; 
yet Ladysmith, and the large Ibrce which held it, remained 
closely invested a fter sev('ral' vigorous but vain attempts by 
Sir Redyers Buller to relieve it, a.nd the fate of Kimberley 
and Mafeking seemed hardly more hopeful. This assuredly 
was war of a very different Iftnd and on a very different 
scale from what had been contemplii.ted by the Government 
and their advisers, civil and militar 3 % in South Africa and 
at home. The public in each country bad naturally gone fur 
beyond the Government in the lightness of heart with which 
it welcomed the prospect of war. Neither among the 
British nor the Boers, by the end of September last, had 
counsels of patience or of peace much chance of obtaining 
a hearing. War had, indeed, then become inevitable,^o]t 

* See Speech of Mr. Wyndham in the debate on the Address in 
the House of Commons) February 1, 1900. 
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becauBO the conditions of th(^ controversy nuido conciliation 
or compromise impossible or very difficult, but because of 
the heated passions of the hour. Id different ways, but to 
each contending nation, has the war proved a very different 
matter from what was anticipated. For us ultimate victory 
was always certain. But we had not counted the cost of 
winning it, noi' weighed befofehaud»its probable value when 
won. The ignorance of the vast majority of the Boers 
misled them both as to the cause of the war and its in¬ 
evitable issue. 

It was natural enough that the British public, listening 
only to what it wished to hear, should have heartily despised 
the apparently puny strength of the enemy and have looked 
forward to a rapid and victorious march to Pretoria. The 
Orange Free State having joined the Transvaal was a cir¬ 
cumstance which would greatly facilitate this march—so it 
was said in the confident humour of last October. But how 
comes it that the Government and the military experts, 
accurately informed, as we have seen, of the strength in men 
and materiel of the enemy, should have miscalculated so 
completely his power of resistance? Seldom indeed have 
the resources of an enemy been better known to his oppo¬ 
nent before the outbreak of war than (thanks to Sir John 
Ardagh and the Intelligence Department) were those of the 
Boers to British statesmen and soldiers. Why, then, this mis* 
reckoning as to the use our enemy would make of his com¬ 
paratively limited resources ? It is said with truth that the 
country round Ladysmith, and the country through which 
our troops under Lord Methuen fought their way almost to 
Kimberley, were eminently suited for defence by such forces 
as the Boers possessed; but the- country was well known to 
us beforehand, and many of our soldiers had had practical 
experience of campaigning in Natal. What was under-esti¬ 
mated in all forecasts was the- fighting capacity of the Boer 
himself. We knew all about his arms, and his armament, and 
his country, and our country; but after all, in spite of all the 
changes introduced into modem .warfare, national efrength 
depends upon the character and quality of the men who wield 
the arms and the spirit that moves them, and in the Boers 
we have found an enemy, not indeed forming a drilled and 
liighly disciplined army, but which is a veritable nation in 
arnj^, animated with the passionate belief thR.t it is fighting 
/or ito national existence and independence. A large and 
difficult country, inhabited by men such as these, all history 
tells us, is not easily conquered. 
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Enjjlisbmen have been soinewbafc misled by bearing tbe 
Boer G’overnine'btcontirmally talked of as a mere ‘ oligarchy ’ 
of self-interested individuals who wisbed to keep all power 
to themselves. If that were, all, tbe opposition of tbe 
Transvaal would very soon have crumpled into nothing. 
Tbe South African Republic is, however, based on tbe in’ost 
democratic and popular linos; and tboiigb during the last 
few years tbe gold mines have drawn into one district a 
very large and pi’cpoudcratiiig number of foreigners, and 
the Boers have become a minority, that has ijot extiiiguisbod 
the national sentiment or tbe democratic character that 
belongs to the older inhabitants of the country. Jn all 
pi’obabilit^there was much corruption in Pretoria in high 
place; but our mistake has been in not recognising that 
wo bad opposed to ns sometliing more formidable than the 
selGsb interests of a corrupt gang of politicians, viz. tbe 
spirit of independence of a nation. 

Strife between Gieat Britain and tbe South African 
Republic, after what bad happened in tbe past, whatever 
tbe present cause of quarrel, and however just it might be, 
would necessarily become nothing loss than a war for lha 
conijiiesf (*/■ the Transvaal. Now the attempt to subject by 
force of arms a people of European blood to British rule is 
an unpleasant as well as novel task upon which to expend 
the energies of Englishmen. This was no doubt one of 
many good reasons why coolbeaded as well as patriotic 
Englishmen styve even to tbe date of tbe Boer ultimatum 
to avoid a war which they foresaw was clearly destined to 
bring many calamities to oursi-lves as well as to others in 
its train. Since war lias come, it is now the dutv of 
Englishmen first of all to make it completely successful, 
and secondly to draw from it the great object which tho 
British nation have sought by ij, viz. the establishment of 
wise, just, aiid equal govoinmeut among tbe European 
inhabitants of South Africa. So tar the first duty has 
absorhedaall our thoughts and energies; but the second is 
now rising abbve the horizon, and it will be found in the 
long run to be tho moix* difficult of aceomplishinont. 

Nothing could have been better than the way in which the 
British nation took the great disappointments of the early 
months of the war. It could not but be that here and there 
unjust censure and ignorant criticism made themselves 
heard, and that the desire for a scapegoat took possession of 
the more feather-hesided part of the community. One, two, 
or three ministers must be at once dismissed. Private 
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favour had caused the appolutmeut of unfit commanders. 
Nay, one British general had, on the very e%p of war, been 
actually intriguing with the enemiy, or (ft least had pur¬ 
posely left British territory Unprotected ! But this excited 
aud foolish language found no favour with the general public, 
and parliamentary debate in a very few days cleared the 
air, and brought to men’s'minds a far juster appreciation 
of the work that had been done by the Government and the 
War Department to meet the great and unexpected diffi¬ 
culties of the situation. Mere party criticism found hardly 
any place in public or parliamentary discussion. With the 
exception of the Irish Nationalist members the House of 
Commons was practically at one as to providipg all the 
means asked for by the Government to bring the war to a 
victorious and rapid conclusion. The Opposition by way of 
protest brought forward aud pressed to a division an amend¬ 
ment to the address condemning the Government for want of 
foresight and for mismanagement of the negotiations preced¬ 
ing the wg,r, and then, having placed their view on record, 
proceeded to crowd into the Government lobbies in support 
of the very large votes for men and money which were asked 
for. Surely men must have little knowledge of English 
history who find in the events of the present Session .an 
example of parliamentary factiousness, and must set but 
little value on the British Constitution if they find no place 
in it for criticism by a House of Commons Opposition ! 

It is quite certain that no Government carrying on un¬ 
successful war for any length of time can ^ong remain in 
office. It must win or go. The want of success may not 
be attributable to any faults of the. Government of the day ; 
but assuredly it would be heM responsible all the same for 
any prolonged failure of British arms. It is, for instance, 
clear enough that the three great reverses of the second 
week of December at Stormberg, Magersfontein, and Colenso 
were duo to events on the field with which neither Govern¬ 
ment nor War Department had anything whatever to do. 
It has been the duty of the Government*to icpaif our mis¬ 
fortunes, to call out and organise the power of the nation, 
and to restore as quickly as possible the shaken predtige of 
our anus. The House of Commons and the country were 
told by Mr. Wyndham in the debate on the address what 
measures had boon taken, and were being taken, with this 
object; or rather with the double object, first of all of 
bringing the South African war to a satisfactory conclusion, 
and, secondly, of strengthening for the future the military 
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position of the Empire. Into the details of these proposals 
we do not intend on the present occasion to enter. We 
prefer to call th^ attention of onr readers to some of the 
main lessons of the war, in their bearing on the general- 
position and interests of the naj^ion. 

Fur four months it is hardly too much to say that our arms 
met with uniform want of success in the field. If the >tord 
‘ defeat ’ ought not to he* used of several sev&e actions in 
which we were engaged, it is certain that the objects for 
which those engagements were fought were not attained. 
Indeed, had the Boers possessed that uiobiljty which it has 
been the fashion to attribute to them, had they shown as much 
capacity for pushing home their successes as in repelling 
the attacks of their enemy, our dilKuultics' would have 
become veritable dis'asteis. For certain purf)Osc8 the Boers 
constitute in all probability as effective a fighting force as 
any army in the world. But they have the defects of their 
qualities; and on more than one occasion it was fortunate 
for the British generals in the field that they were not 
opposed by Fi’enchineii or Germans. Yet there is no reason 
for supposing'that French or German troops, had they had 
oar work to do, would have been one whit more successful 
than Ave were in tho early months of the campaign ; while 
it is quite certain that tho transport of so great an army to 
BO great a distance in so short a time was entirely beyond 
the power of any other nation. That an army of 180,000 men 
should haA'C been landed in South Africa, without the loss of 
a single man, and that ammunition and stores and tinnsport 
for so great a force should liavc been despatched, with only 
insignificant losses, from liome and from distant lands, are 
great facts which loom large, Ave inay feel confident, in the 
keen eyes of continental critics. To a nation not possessed 
of naval supremacy such things Avonld he impossible. In 
our case they arc an cxtraordiijaiy dcnioiislr.ition of 2 'OAver 
and of organisation. "We have been hitherto accustomed 
to regard ourselves as a nation poAverful, pcrhai^s all- 
powerful, in defence; supreme at sea, capable of reinforcing 
Sur troops, if need be, in India and elsewhere, and of send¬ 
ing an expeditionary force of a ft*AV thousand men to carry 
on those ‘ little Avars ’ against African or Oriental nations in 
Avhich wo are so constantly involved^ hut wo did not con¬ 
sider ourselves a- great military power in the continental 
sense at all. Till the Li^t few months we believed that our 
colonies stood in no need of the presence of Imperial troojis. 
Why, then, should avc require to have ready fgr serAdee 
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across the seas so huge an army? The quarrel \rith 
President Kruger is bringing about consequences quite un¬ 
connected with South Africa. In result It may go far to 
alter the standpoint from Avhicli Englishmen regard the 
military problem of the Empire. 

Qa the Continent an almost universally hostile press has 
been gloating over greatly exaggerated accounts of the 
checks'and reverses to our arms, while it has pretended to 
believe that the military strength of the British Empire is a 
sham and a delusion, and that.it had been reserved for what 
it describes as that brave little nation, the Boers, to ‘ prick 
the bladder ’! JIo doubt owing to recent British victories, 
the continental press has somewhat changed its note. But, 
in all soberness, let us ask, has this war betrayed our weak¬ 
ness or revealed our strength ? On the whole, in spite of 
many disappointments, of some mismanagement, of local 
and temporary failures due to an utter misreckoning of the 
difficulties to be encountered, a satisfactory answer can 
safely be given to the question. It may be that our policy 
has been to blame for generations past in limiting the scale of 
our military x)i’eparations, and in refusing to contemplate as a 
probability to be provided against the despatch over sea of 
a British army of 150,000 men. We do not say this is so, 
though it is clear that our present Government is to blame, 
along with its civil and military advisers in South Africa 
and at home, for not more correctly estimating the severity 
of the struggle on which the country was entering. The 
nation, in truth, was taken by surprise, when it should 
have been forewarned. But has the surprise found ns 
lamentably deficient in military strength, and in means to 
repair an unhappy situation which should hardly have oc¬ 
curred '? In our last number we refei’red to the military 
exigencies arising i'roin the ' entanglements ’ of Ladysmith, 
and Kimberle 3 ^ The reverses of the middle of December 
served to put the nation on its mettle, and in a very few 
weeks, thanks to the ijatriotisiu of the people and the 
energy of the Government, the strength of the array in 
South Africa w'us more than doubled, and Lord Boberts 
began a c.impaign under infinitely more favourable circum¬ 
stances than his predecessors. Nothing short of a surprise 
of this kind would hafe tested some parts of our system. 
There have been military critics in recent years who have 
treated even our 80,0tH> reservists as little better than a 
paper force ! But that militia, volunteers, and yeomanry 
should come forward in tens of thousands for service with 
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the regular army in a far distant land, and should at once 
prove ilieinselves i^apablc and efficient soldiers, has been little 
less than a revelation. With, an army of <;onscripts it is 
no easy task for a Continental ^latioii to despatch troops to 
the remoter regions of the earth. With a military system 
based upon volunteering everybody wants to go ! • 

When we endeavour to* weigh the results (ff experience 
hitherto gained by the struggle in South Africa, we find 
little to justify the belief that changes in modern warfare are 
likely to tell against the security of the Empire. Not soon 
again, let us liope, shall wo find ourselves engaged in the 
work of conquest with men of European blood for our foes. 
Our wars will probably be defensive wars, whether waged in 
Europe or elsewhere. The efficiency of irregular troops 
Avith modern weapons in defensive positions has been demon¬ 
strated. The Boer successes have been won by the rifle 
—-it is hardly too much to say by the rifle alone—aided 
only by the spade. Wc have been taught by sharp experi¬ 
ence how large must be an invading army Avliich is to defeat 
even very limited numbers of irregular riflemen who know 
how to use their weapons and avail themselves of iiatni*al 
or hastily constructed defences. Do those lessons mate us 
feel less competent to defeat an invading army at home or 
in India 

It is natural that uneasiness should be felt at the isolated 
position in which the country stands. Of the ill-will of every 
great continental nation, with the exception of Italy, it is 
unhappily liardly possible to doubt. True, the interest of 
every one of them lies in maintaining peace with Great 
Britain, and this is probably well understood by their rulers 
and statesmen. Unfortunately' the history of the origins of 
war shows that enlightened self-interest has far less part in 
Causing national strife than tho^ jealousies, suspicions, and 
angry temper that take possession of men’s souls. Peace, 
for instance, throughout South Africa was demonstrably tbo 
first interest of the British colonies and of the two republics, 
and was at least among the first interests of the British 
Empire. Yet a devastating war has been raging where all 
wise men saw the necessity of patience and the advantages 
of peace! So, perhaps, it may bo in Europe, and it has 
been manifestly tbe duty of our Government to spare no 
expense and to strain every effort to bring this war rapidly 
to a satisfactory conclusion, lest the prolongation of British 
difficulties in South Africa should seem to offer to rival 
nations an opportunity of indulging their ill-will in some 
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more serious fasliion than the vapouringa of their daily 
papers. ’ * 

Daring the first weeks of war we heard much of the terms 
which we should be I’eady to grant to our vanquished foes ; 
but, as the war went on, and as the severity of the struggle 
was better realised, men felt it was both more prudent and 
more dignified to achieve the victory before ]>lanning the 
disposal of its fruits. Lord Salisbiuy at tlu' Cinihlhall on 
Lord Mayor’s Day had said eyerjthing that needed saying 
in the early stages of the war. Wo were fighting, not to 
win for ourselves territory or gold, but to establish equal 
and just government among the Europeans of South Africa. 
We had to re-establish peace after victory, and to take 
security against its future disturbance. How this could 
beat be done it would have been unwise and impolitic to 
discuss in detail in advance ; for it is clear that the measures 
to be taken must necessarily depend on the circumstances 
and conditions found to exist when the pacification takes 
place. A condition precedent to the spread of free and con¬ 
stitutional government throughout South Africa is the de¬ 
struction of the military power of the two republics. 

Thei’e never was any sense in the notion that when once the 
enemy had been driven out of British territory the war would 
change its character, and would henceforth become a war 
of sheer aggression on our part. On this misapprehension 
of the problem which war, if it is to do any good at all, 
must solve, is founded the policy of oflPering terms of peace 
to the two republics, on the basis of their independence, 
as soon as their troops have been expelled from British 
territory. Upon which sideof the frontier the confiict 
is waged for the time being is in truth merely a matter 
of military exigency, and by itself has little bearing on« 
British or Boer rights or tipon the terms of pacification 
which it will be politic eventually to ask. The republics 
must abandon for the fuUire and once for all the theory. 
that they form separate nations, with the rights and 
powers necessarily belonging to nationhood, such as the 
possession and control of military forces, arsenals, and forts. 
So much is clear. The Orange Free State and the South 
African Bepnblic must be brought within the Empire. But 
here the difficulty begins. Most thoughtful Englishmen 
would be glad .to give the Dutch States, for our sakes as well 
as for theirs, the largest possible a’mount of local autonomy 
consistent with the peace and quiet of South Africa; and 
will rejoice when it becomes possible for the Imperial factor 
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to have as little to say to the internal government of South 
Africa, as it now.has to that of Canada or Australia. Bat 
that time has not come, an^ it will be the duty of the 

• Imperial Power as soon as peace is established to start tho 
new system under which the Dutch States are to be 
governed. The problem we have to solve is different in 
kind from anything wc have yet attempted iA bur colonial 
orapirct Tho Dutch Stntcs ^iro accustomed to l^opnlar 
self-governinont based upon the most democratic linos. To 
govern such people on the system of a Crown colony could, 
of course, only be a temporary expedient till some form of 
local government based upon the instincts of the people should 
be es^blisbed* To form them at once into self-governing 

* colonics of the ordinary type would be to give tliem the very 
powers which all ai’e agreed it would be dangerous to the 
general peace for them to enjoy. An Australian colony not 
only makes its own laws, but provides itself with what 
troops and what armaments it desires, and thei*c is no 
difficulty in the case. But in the two Dutch States we 
make acquaintance with a new class of citizen—viz. with men 
of European blood who are British subjects aifainst their \vill, 
and this necessarily introduces extreme difficulty into the 
working of popular government. Yet iK is largely out of 
respect for the fundamental principle of democracy, equality 
of political privilege betAveen man and man, that tbc British 
people has felt justified in the policy of Avar. Nevertheless 
it is impossible at once to apply to a conquered State, in its 
entirety and with success, a system of govei'nmcnt which 
almost of necessity presupposes a free people. 

The difficulties that have to be faced in the Transvaal 
and the Orange Free State aTrc not the only ones that have 
to be faced in South Africa. It is useless to shut our eyes 
to facts, and the fact is that tho war Avith the Bepublics ])ns 
been largely regarded throughout the whole of South 
Africa as a civil war. How could it be otherwise, when 
father was ranged against son, And brother against brother ? 
It is vain to suppose that the sympathies due to common 
race can be extinguished among the citizens of Cape Colony 
and Natal, or that with the bitter feelings left behind by the 
war between men of English and men of Dutch blood, free 
constitutional government will work altogether smoothly. 
Dutchmen are in a majority in Cape Colony. Under these 
circumstances, a peaceful and steady developement of local 
popular institutions into a -gi-eat and loyal self-governing 
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South African Fodoriitiou, under the British flag, though 
much to be desired, can hardly come about very rapidly. 

The great successes in the field of the paSt six weeks have 
brought much nearer to our minds the immediate difficulties 
■which will follow the re-establishment of peace. The great 
and rajiid increase of our army, the brilliant strategy of 
Lord Roberts^ and Lord Kitchener^ and the never-failing 
valour of onr troops have very quickly sufficed completely 
to turn the tables against the Boer forces. The relief of 
Kimberley, the capture of Kfonje and his little army of 
4,<HjO men, Sir Redvers Bailer’s entry into Ladysmith, and 
the capture of the Free State capital have of course con¬ 
vinced the whole world and our enemies themselves of the 
utter hopelessness of the Boer cause. It is now seriously 
questioned whether the two Jtopuklics have rt any time 
had more than fifty thousand men under arms, and these, 
constitute almost the whole manhood of the race: for 
among the Boer prisoners, and among the killed and wounded, 
there have been found numbers of old men and bo 3 'S of 
fourteen and even less, whom excess or deficienc}’- of years 
would have discjualiliod from service in of the regular 
armies of Europe. Our enemy, let ns frankly acknow¬ 
ledge it, has shov^yi splendid courage, and has made au 
extraordinary resistance to our arms; but there could not 
from the beginning bo a doubt in the minds of English¬ 
men as to the ultimate viciory in a war between the two 
Dutch Republics of South Africa and the British Empire. 
How complete has been our military triumph may be judged 
from the fact that something like a quarter of the whole 
fighting strength of the nations opposed to us has been 
placed horti dc copula t; while the British troops in South 
Africa probably now number at least five times what remain 
of our foes. Under these circumstances, it seems im¬ 
probable that our troops should liave to encounter very much 
more continuous heavy fighting, though it is possible, if not 
very likely, that irregular and scattered resistance may be 
prolonged for a considerable period. Thus there is every 
reason to hope that peace is not far distant, that the work 
of our generals and our soldiers is almost done, and that 
the work of our statesmen will soon be resumed. 

With whom then is peace to ho made? Are its terms 
to be agreed upon by the representatives of both bel¬ 
ligerents, so as to bind them both, after the usual 
fashion in which peace is re-established after war be¬ 
tween civilised nations? or are the terms simply to be 
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dictated, and then enforced, by the conqueror? Hitherto 
the boutfda of Uic Empire have often enough, after success¬ 
ful war, been enlarged by cession; and sometimes in this 
way a foreign population of European blood*has become, 
against its will, subject to Great Britain; but ui these cases 
the defeated sovereign has handed over to the victorious 
• sovereign the allcgian^ and territory of hib former sub¬ 
jects, and the settlement is thus in some sort reglilarised. 
Thus Canada was ceded to England, Alsace and Lorraine 
to Germany. In the case of the Orange Free State there 
has of course been no question of ‘suzerainty,* and oven 
as regards the Transvaal the ‘ suzerainty,’ or at least the 
meaning of that term, has since 1H84 been higlily disputable. 
The citizens of the two States assuredly owed no allegiance 
to the Queen, and they cannot therefore bo regarded in any 
legal or constitutional sense as ‘ rebels; * and we shall gain 
nothing by any attempt to pretend to ourselves that our 
rights henceforth over the Republics spring from anything 
but conquest pure and simple. Thus Lord Roberts, as 
Couimander-in-Chief of the British Army, was able to 
declare Mr. Steyn no longer President of the Free State. 
That conquest must be the inevitable end of the war, should 
have made Presidents Kruger and Steyn accept almost any 
terms rather than embark on it; and, on the other hand, 
it was the perception of this necessary result of war that 
made so many Englishmen, who realised the difficulties 
which conquest would bring to South Africa and the Empire, 
ready to offer or accept almost any conciliation or compromise 
with President Kruger which would have promised an 
honourable peace. The war is not now in question ; nor is 
the conquest. They are grfcat and terrible facts of which 
account has to be taken, ft is impossible to treat seriously 
the letters of the two Presidents asking that the inde¬ 
pendence of the two Republican States should now be recog¬ 
nised. The status quo ante has disappeared for ever, and the 
task imposed upon British statesmanship is how to make 
the conquest of the two Dutch Republics a success. 

Never was statesmanship put to a severer trial; all the 
more severe in that the general public seems hardly able yet 
to grasp the difficulties that have to be surmounted. It is 
perfectly clear that henceforth the two Republics must be part 
of the Empire, and that citizens of these States must enjoy 
their rights, and liberties, and privileges, not by virtue of in¬ 
ternational agreement, but under the law and constitution 
of the Empire. Of this there must and can be no question. 
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The Bepublics have fo.nght for their independence, %nd have 
fought well for it, but they have lost; and vanj attempt to 
set them up a^ain as quasi-independent nations bound only 
by international conventions i^ out of the question. War, 
with all its horrors, ha’s one merit. ’ It makes an end, at 
least' for a tiine, of m^ny • disputed theories and open 
question^ It shows unmistakably ^ all concerned where 
power lies, and this being once established it is possible to 
build on a sure foundation. Throughout the British Empire 
the almost universal feeling prevails —jind we think, having 
regard to facts, that the sentiment is a right and just one— 
that South Africa, where it is not Portuguese or German, 
must be British. Subject to this, the more of autonomy that 
can be granted to the inhabitants of the newly acquired 
regions the better, for our sakes not less than for theirs. 

It is after British supremacy has been settled that the real 
difficulties begin; and they will liot be solved by mere 
appeals to anti-Boer or anti-Dutch feeling. This may do 
for English electioneering; but the British Cabinet has 
much more important work before it, and upon how they do 
it will depend their own credit for statesmanship and the 
future of South Africa. The British colonists of South 
Africa have deserved well of the Empire, and their interests 
must be duly safeguarded, but without establishing racial 
privilege. The problem before us is how to reconcile two 
jarring races inhabiting not the Transvaal and Orange 
Free State only, but the British Colonies as well. That 
the Imperial authority should make itself even in appear¬ 
ance the m^re agent of anti-Dutch feeling in South Africa 
would be simply disastrous. It is sometimes inevitable, but 
it is always unfortunate when Imperial authority becomes 
tainted with the suspicion of being influeneed by local 
faction; and the position becomes an almost impossible one 
where the constituted authorities of the colony *and the 
majority of the local Parliament are in opposition to the 
representative of the Crown or the Colonial Office. It is 
but natural, and it is only to be expected, that a party in a 
minority should try to make the ‘ Imperial Factor ’ subserve 
its own ends; but were such an attempt to succeed, the 
knell of constitutional government would have rung. A 
parliamentary Government cannot even with extraneous snp- 
X)ort govern long against the will of Parliament; and unless 
British statesmen and the British people have unlearned all 
the lessons of their past history, they will hardly be induced 
by appeals to narrow racial feeling to enter upon the hope- 
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less task of governing South Affica from Downing Street in 
opposition to the sentiments of South African statesmen 
supported by the wishes and votes of the majority of their 
fellow-citizens. • 

As to the two llepublics, it is clear that for a limited 
period after the conclimon of the war the country wilf have 
to be administered un^r military authority. Tn .this way 
only will it bn possible for a firm and just rule to ])rovail. 
Any attempt to convert thojiitberto purely Dutch rule into 
an exclusively Uiilaiider rule ■\YOUid only eerve to aggravate 
the bitter feelings which the war must inevitably leave 
behind it; and it would certainly bo productive of the 
greatest injustice towards the vanquished people. The 
Boers of the Transvaal have not, from their experience of Mr. 
Bhodes and his friends, or their knowledge of Johannes¬ 
burg, acquired an exalted notion of the aims and methods 
of iiritish South African politicians. Their view may have 
been an unenlightened and mistaken one, but they have un¬ 
doubtedly believed all along that for I hem British supreniaoy 
meant the rule of the gold speculator, the fastening upon 
them the domination of Mr. llhodes. It will be our first 
duty to prove to our new subjects that they are regarded 
as fellow-citizens with ourselves Avithin the British Empire, 
and are to enjoy at i.hc earliest jjossible moment all the 
privileges of British citizenship. To this end it is essential 
that the first representatives of Imperial authority in the two 
States should be well chosen; and more, probably, will de¬ 
pend upon the personality of the first administrator of the 
annexed territories than upon the details of fhe system to 
be administered. 

With the peace a new era. will begin for South Africa, and 
to give a new system a fair chance avo shall have to start it 
with ncAv men. It could notf but be that the most bitter 
memories of the Avar would attach to those responsible for 
it, whose duty it has been to carry it through. It must 
be remembered that the war, or rather the policy Avlnch 
they believed would make war inevitable, Avas strongly dis¬ 
approved by the colonial ministries, the authorised advisers 
of the CroAvn in South Africa. Colonial feeling has since 
run so strong, that to be conscientiously opposed to the 
policy of the war has there been accounted disloyalty. Even 
in England, with less excuse, there has been a sentiment of 
the same kind. With peace let there be an end to this non¬ 
sense ! It would have been str.ango —Ave go further and say 
it would have been unnatural—had there not been among 
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largo numbers of British subjects of Dutch blood a feeling of 
some sympathy with their Idiismen in their death struggle 
for independence; for it was^^for independence that the 
Boers believed themselves to be fighting. The trial to the 
loyalty of our Dutch fellow-subjects has been a very severe 
one, and on the whole the vast majority of them have stood 
the trial well. Now we have to show that the British Colonies 
are not to'be ‘ run ’ in the interest of a single race. We have 
before us the precedent of the French Canadians, a population 
far less fitted to blend into commbn nationhood with Scotch- 
men and Englishmen than arothe Dutchmen of South Africa. 
In North America the situation has often required, and still 
requires, tactful and consideraco management. There the 
Prime Minister of the Dominion is of French blood, a cir¬ 
cumstance that gives the best possible proof that racial 
ascendency has no foothold in Canada, and that has on 
more than one occasion jiroved highly beneficial to the 
interests of the Empire. A real equality of citizenship— 
an equality that is felt, not merely proclaimed—and the 
founding of party divisions on other than racial grounds 
can only' come about with time and patience. Is it too 
much to expect mutual forbearance on the part of South 
African party leaders, whether representative of the South 
African League or the Africander Bondi* Of one thing 
we are certain, that it would be an evil day for the 
connexion of South Africa with the Empire, were Imperial 
authority to enter into the strife of local parties, and to 
lend an ear to counsels which might even seem to threaten 
the independence of colonial parliamentary government. 
When passions run high, as they must do in South Africa 
after tlie conclusion of such a war, violence is not unlikely 
to be represented as patriotism, of which anti-Dutch 
sentiment is to be,the test. ^From these excesses states¬ 
men have to keep the ‘ Imperial Factor ’ free. It will be 
for them to guard the independence under the Crown of 
colonial self-government. 

The policy of equal treatment of British subjects, irre¬ 
spective of race, has been amply vindicated in the history of 
recent troubles. Had the administration of government in 
the Cape Colony and Natal been in the hands of an 
‘ English oligarchy,’ which would have united against it 
every freedom-loving citizen of Dutch race, the course of 
events would have been verv different. We do not wish, 
and it is not in our power, permanently to keep any of our 
great self-governing colonies within the Empire by military 
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force. Tlie largest empire the world has ever seen is held 
together upon very difEereut principles, principles from which 
English statesmen would nol^drcam of departing. The only 
risk, such as it is, to the ultimate retention of Sodth 
Africa within the Empire, lieS in the permanent alienation 
of British citizens, whether of Dutch, foreign, or Bi'itish 
blood, from the Imperial connexion. This‘is the danger 
which it is the great duty of our statesmen at home, and of 
their representatives in the various colonies, to reduce to a 
minimum. Patience and 4 )rudencc and a good deal of 
moral courage will be required ; but withdut these qualities 
our great Colonial Empire would not have been built up, 
and without them it will not be retained. • 

Though every week that passes evidently brings peace 
on our own terms' nearer and nearer, little advantage is to 
be gained by the propounding of specific schemes for the 
government of the new provinces. There must be a limited 
period devoted to the work of restoring a sense of security 
and order before any permanent system can possibly be got to 
work. During this period the Government will have time to 
study the reports and hear the views of men directly, ac¬ 
quainted with these countries, and with a Teal knowledge of 
their inhabitants. It is all-important that Imperial authority 
should then be represented by some one who understands, 
and is understood by, the people whom we have to rule— 
unfortunately, for the time being, against their will—a 
man of firmness and of tact combined, in whose sense of 
justice the conquered may have as mucli confidence as the 
conquerors, and whoso ambition it will be ti) make men 
forgive and ultimatt'ly to forget (if tliat be possible) the 
injuries and tlie meunn-ics of*so tei’rible a war. People speak 
as if the adoption of some s]iecific ‘settlement’ will at 
once make an end of South African troubles! A settled 
state of things can ordy comfl about by the reconciliation 
of jarring races, and complete reconciliation can only 
be the work of years, perhaps of generations. What is 
infinitely more important at present than the details of 
any plan of settlement is the spirit in which we set about 
our task. Our statesmen have declared again and again 
that ‘ their hands have been set to the plough,’ and that 
they would "not rest from their labour till their work 
had been accomplished. It would bo a poor* compliment 
to British statesmanship to suppose that its work w'as 
complete with the mere triumph of British arms. No! 
the end it has in view is the building up in South Africa 
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of a great, free, self-governing dominion under tlie Britisli 
flag, worthy to take its place side by side with the other 
great colonies of the Empire. When peace comes let us 
hear no more of i pro-Boer * or ‘anti-Dutch;* and let ns 
remember that it was for equal privileges of citizenship 
among the European races in South Africa that the war 
was in great measure fought.' Gi’eat difficulties have to be 
sariuoui\ted before the end is attained, but that end is a 
noble one, and worth fighting for; and for our part we refuse 
to believe that it will not, with firmness and patience on 
the part of our statesmen, at last be won. To feel other¬ 
wise would be to thiuk- that all the bloodshed and misery 
of the war, so far at least a? South Africa is concerned, 
liave been in vain. 

The war is, however, producing consequences of much 
importance outside South Africa. It has stirred to the 
very heart the whole Empire, which for the first time has 
proved its sense of its own unity, and its common allegiance 
to the thz'one and flag, by taking its share in bearing the 
burdens and winning the laurels of war. 

* Wli:it do they kno\\ of Eonrland 
iV Jio only England know * ’ 

asked Mr. liudyard Kipling, full of tlie sense of pride that 
cannot but fill the heart of every British traveller Avho visits 
his Ci)untrymen beyond the seas. Even home-keeping 
Englishmen now realise the Empire as they have never 
done before. The Empire has shown itself (me, nut only in 
sentiment, but in deed - a great fact in tlie present and 
future of the world ! In Great and in Greater Britain the 
sinking of all diflerences between men of every class and 
creed and political opinion in the sole desire and determina¬ 
tion to make the country win at any cost of life or inoiiej'-, 
in the face of unexpected difficulties, has been the most 
striking event in the politics of recent years, and has been 
full of instruction for others as well as for ourselves. The ^ 
Queen, as usual in the fullest sympathy with her subjects, 
has represented this seutiment of unity and patriotism to 
men of every race who own her sovereignty.. So far at 
least the spirit of ‘ Imperialism ’ is surely good. 

So deep and so .strong a Avave of feeling cannot have 
passed ovcT^ the country without leaving periuaueiii cifects 
behind it. Eor the time being ‘ party * has been annihilated, 
but that condition of public opinion will not last. Wlieii 
again party spirit revives it will lai’gely have shaken itself 
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free from old trauimels, and new questions derived from 
more recent emotions will take the idace of the decaying 
‘platforms’ of "the past. Even before the war Home Rule 
was dead. It has been difficult for some time for the one 
party to flog the dead horse, and, to tell the truth, not Very 
easy for the other party to fight him. Leading statesmen 
recognise the new position of affairs, and Jjord Rosebery 
proposes to construct out of the ruins, of Gladstonianism a 
‘Liberal Imperialism,’ of which the distinctive marks have 
not yet been divulged to thQ public. Mr. Gladstone, it will 
be observed, not less than Home Rule, is dead and buried. 

The merit of ‘ Imperialism ’ deafly depends upon what is 
meant by it and what is done with it. Our, national safety 
lies in our strength and in the knowledge of the whole 
world that we can defend ' ourselves. So far we are all 
‘ Imperialists.’ But we want the whole* world to recognise 
also that we are not acluated by unjust or aggressive aims; 
that we love peace, that the interest of the British Empire 
lies in peace, and that w'e have no intention of abandoning 
the counsels of three generations of statesmen in order to 
enter upon a rivalry of military ambition with the great 
powers of the world. We do not wish to rest our peaceful 
relations with the rest of Europe merely upon the fear of 
our power. Our statesmen have to see that our national 
character and good name are also held in respect. 


No. CCCXCIII. will he puUuhed in July. 
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Newman’s review, 52J—frioiKlsliip for l)ean Stanley,*525— 
‘Annals of St. Paul's,* ■S2fi—literary and society honours, 520- - 
portrait, 527. 

Morris^ Willltnuy review of imnnoirs of, 550 Pre Paplnuditisin, 
350- -art beautifying handieraft, JtiO—i)rincij)les of Pre- 
llaphaelite movement, 5G1 OxfcJrd compjuiionship.s, 305—city 
life, ;>C3—love of nature, 300, 375- friendship for Piurno-Jones, 
300- disciple of Kosselli, 307, 371 Kelraseott, 373—marriage, 
373—liome life and Mirnniudings, 374 -birds, fcowers, and books, 
375 ‘ Earthly Paradise,* 37ti versatility, 377 - in Iceland, 37H— 

"(Mierosity, 37tS -i(I(s-il of beauty in Jiuiniin lives, 379. 


Norli/Uj C\ 7i., his Ixiok on Lowell rcvicw(‘d, 157, 



Pacific Orraa, Partition of thr ^Ye^<lerny review of books eoncerning, 
478 -ehristenod by ^Magellan 'El Mar Pacifico,’ 478 - Spanish 
and English explorations, 179—Dutch discoveries, 480—voyages 
of (\>ok and of La P*Tonse, IS I—Darwin's expedition in tlic 
‘ Ileagle,' 182—atoll.'^ and sunken islands, 483 Micronesia, 
Melanesia, Polynesia, 181 - Australasia, 181—dispute between 
England and France abont Tahiti and C-onsul J^ritchard, 485 -- 


Jlritibh annexation of Fiji, J8G 


- N(5w ({iiiiiea, 480—(icrnian and 


British spheres of influence, 487, 41)0—map, 188—Oarolino 


archipelago, 4- Solomon Islands, 491—Santa Cruz Islands, 
192 New llehrules, Samoa, its troubles and their settle¬ 


ment, 194—Tonga Islands, 199- -iiilclligenee of nati\esof Oceania, 
500 New Caledonia, 50J. 


PeatiauU' llisliaj o/*‘l.‘>Sl, review of books concerniiig, 70-—.hostility 
of Coiumoiis to bishops' iwlininis'ration, 80 intluence of John of 
ihiuui, Duke of Jjanriistcr, —death of* Black Prince', 83— 
Wjcliire protecied by John of (hiunt, 85 riot in City of London, 
*^5 —reign of Edward 1 IT., SC—l^'ronch raids round English coasts, 
87- revolt of peasants in Essex and Kent, 88- Wat Tyler, 89, 
100 - feudal service of agricultural labourers, 90 - effects of Black 
Death on labour market, 92- -condition of Essex villeins and 
Kentish peasants, 93) grievances of pcjisants and of parish 
clergy, 91—Wycliffe’s teaching, 95—‘(ireat Society* of aggrieved 
laymen, 06—London aldermen admit rioters to the City, 97 - 
sack of the Savoy and hospital of St. John at C’ferkenwell, and 
murder of Archbishop of Canterbury in the Tower, 98 — 
surrender of Rochester Castle, 99—disturbances in the pro¬ 
vinces, 101—Yorkshire, 102—reprisals, 103—ultim^ite effect of 
rebellioiij 104, 
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rhUHpHy SlepliKt}^ Lis pOL'iiis nnioAvod, 51—‘Christ in Hades/ 52 — 
verses on l>ie} fus verdict, 5 t -'iiMarpessa/ 54 lyi\ 74 Endyinion/ 

55 -‘TitLouus,’ 55-Woman ^itJi tlio Dead Boul/ 5S—‘The 
Wife/ 5iS- ()2 ‘l^olo and Fraiiceswi/ 02, 

I'oirell, his ])ooks ou Peasants’ Kislii" Snd Lollards re- 
viev'ed, 76, 

rrr-Jl(tph(idlf see llosspfii anti iforrin. 

Prohpn^ tL ?P., his book ou Italy reviewed, 

P^pchical Iteseurchy review of books concerning, 22—black magic, 
22—crystal-gazing, 211, II —craving after the unknowable, 23— 
alchemists and i^strologors, 21—occultism of IGMi and 17th 
fonlurics, 25—William Lilly, 20—Biuion Forman, 20, H2— 
Frances Howard, 31 -Dr. dolin Dee, 31, 12—Edward Kelly, 
37—‘Madinij'itlie spii'it, 38—Jleccold of Leyden iiud Albert A 
Ijaskie, 12—Sir E. Dytip and Sir T. Drowne, 47—Bartholomew 
Hinkiuan, 48—hyimotisni and intMlcrn magic, 41), 


B. 

lindicalii^ Th: 7w(////.s7/., review of Mr. Kent's book coucerningj 207— 
definition of term ‘ iiadical/ 207—birth of English liadicalisin in 
17G0, 208 —theories of suffrage and of duties nf Members of 
Parliament, 200-21 "Wilkes agitation ami Pdll of Kights 
Society, 210 triennial l^irliaiiejits, 211 — pf»])ular control of 
Parliament, 212 influeiiee of Freiicl^ Bevolution ou English 
lliidiciiliMH, 213—Torn Paine and republicanism, 214 -Utili¬ 
tarians, 215 Befonn Act of 1832, 21t> -co-operation with 
W’liiga, 216—Manchester School, 218 past aednevements and 
modern ideals, 221—Liberal Imperialism ami (ireater Britain, 
222—assimilation of Biwlical ideas by Liberals and Con- 
sej'vatives, 221—Homo Bulo, 221—iraiisilioii period of political 
parties, 225, 

lidhjlint iti Greek TAlt rainrey I'cview of Mr. Lewis's book upon, 
33^1 —gotls of classical Greece not' natural phenomena but divine 
persoiialitics, 331- evolution of religion caused by man's striving 
after an ideal, 337—influence of Hellenic spirit ou Chi-istianity, 
338—liunian iiiip(?rfcctjons and religious aspirations, 340 - Homer 
and -/Rscliylus on iuan*s need of the gods, 34.‘i —victory at Salamis 
ascribed to the gods, 344 -Themistoclps and Herodotus on the 
jealousy of the gods, 34 5 faith in the benevolence of the Unseen, 
348—evil spirits not recognised by the Greeks, 349—Nemesis, 
349 —divine union of omnipotence and benevolence, 350—con¬ 
nexion bctw’oen religion and morality, 350—righteousness of 
God, 351—conscience and belief in a future life, 352—tendency 
to monotheism, 353- personal communion with the Unseen, 354, 

Rctilhy A.y hfc book on Peasants’ Rising of 1381 reviewed, 7G. 

RobertSy Imavy liis ‘ PhotograjJis of Stars’ &c. reviewed, 455. 

RomPy Aiti-ieulym 1900, review of books concerning, 106—ten years’ 
excavations, 108-fi'esh light on history, 1-09—maps, 110— 
Republican Rohic, 111 —prehistoric remains in the Forum, 112— 
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Black Htoiie and tomb of Romulus, 113- Imperial Romo, 115 
Basilica -/liiailift, 116 —Altar id Peace, 117—Sacred Way, 118 
—inscription of >Seeular (lamtw, 10**, 12tV-arches and pyramids, 
121—proposed Britisli school in, Rome, 122. 

Rossrtti^ IK. JA, Ins memoir of !Xinte Gabriel llt^sselti reviewed, 
350. , ' 

Roftse.Hi^ Dante, (/ahriely kis letters and rra^Tnoir'^reviewed, 'SriG— 
Pre-Raphaclito innovators,* 350—inicompromising adiference to 
nature, 3.58— poetic motives and naturalistic metliods, 3G0—work 
inspired by the ‘ sonl of the^ 302 - faniily ciiticism, 3G3— 
media'vnl imagiiiatinnsand modei n actualiticn, 30.3—early studies 
ill Regent’s Park, .‘)G5- Piv-liajihiiolito IJrotherhrioil, 3CG— 
Hun 1C- Jones’s adniiration, 3i07 -inlluenfe upon A\ iiliuin Morris, ‘ 
367--dovelv>]'eine!it of ideal types, 3GH —love and marriage, ami 
lovc-poeins, 361)- -rhntli of his wife, and burial of his manuscripts 
ill her grave, 370—frioiuRhips and estrangements, 371---insomnia, 
and threatened blindness, 372 -dcatli, 37i'—Kclinscotl, 373i. 

Ruperly rrinet‘yVi*\\Q\y of JMiss Heotts life of, 42*.*—sinmiKnied to 
help of King CJnrles L aguinsi Oroinwell, 437, 440 -Iub lost 
inheritance, 139—Protestant training and (*athtdic fri(‘mlsbip8, 
439-ntieetion for King (.'liarles 1., MO—skill as cavalry leader 
and failure as strategist, 441—loving to friends, generous to 
enemies, 4 14—iiiHuence o\(‘r tin' King, 115 -Ckiptain of North 
Wales, 410—relW of N< wark, 117- attempts to raise siege* of 
York, -Ms—disastrtnns. battle witli RouTidheads under Karl of 
Leven, 449- flight of botli Rupert and fx*ven, 151—CroniwelKs 
victory at Marshni Moor, I51—retreat into AVales, 452 -sadiu*ss 
of his later years, 453. 

S. 


Eroy her book on Prinre Rupcit levicMcM, 429, 

Sovth Afrlcoy IVar /?/, re' few of documonts concerning, 52S — I5ritish 
CJonstitiithin a handicap in war, 52S —nliortive diplomacv, 530— 
Hoer Republics' strength unckTestiinated, 53] —iin asionof Natal, 
531 —Britisli jireparations, 532 —Boors’ lighting capacity, {>.32— 
Transvjwil ‘oligarchy,’ 533— duty of Englisli nation, 533- -fair 
criticism and factious opposition, 533 —chocks in the iicld and 
(Continental critics, 535 —expeditions despateli of i-einforcemenis, 
535 —experience gained, 537 — Continental ill-will, 537 —terms 
of peace, 538 —future government of tho Butcli States, 539, 541 
- successes under Lord Roberts, 540— reconciliation of races^ 
542, 545 —inilitai’y rule, 513— colonial oi>iuion, 543- equal treat¬ 
ment of whites, 514 —efTects of tlie w^ar in cementing the Eini>ire, 
546 —‘ Tmperialists ’ and ‘Liberal Imperialists,’ 5 47. (See also 
under DHttsJi Ann//.) 

Etnrfiy then* i^peclra atnf tJo h* Erolvflovy review of books concerning, 
455—US3 of spectroscope, 455—.stellar light analysis, Sir W. 
Huggins’s researches, ir>t>—speotrograpliy, 158- impiovcnicut.s in 
photographic methods, 459 -]ife-chang^^s of .stai-s, 100—four 
f&pectral types, 460—nebula', J6J — star-spawn and embryo sfars, 
4G2--stellar eclipses and densities, 161— doubJe .stars caused by 
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cleavage, 4G4—stellar decadence, 465—equllibriuin of heat 
between contraction and radiation, 466—variati<yis of temperatura 
us affecting spectral diversity, 46^—gravity a factor in determin¬ 
ing stellar types, 469—double gtars, 470—banded spectra, 471 — 
lielinm stars, 471—carbon stars 472—Wolf-^yet stars, 471^— 
Bpeetrographic survey of entii’c heavens, 474—cosmic oxygen 
475—bright-lhie stars, 476. 

Stillniany -JK. »/., liis ])Ook on Union of Italy reviewed, 380, 


T. 

Terry^ C. jS., his book on Alexander Leslie reviewed, 429. 

Thtdenui^ 11.^ his book on Roman Forum reviewed, 106. 

Trada JOon^Umtion and jXrhitration in, 1—objects and 

methods of trades unions, 2-employers* benefit-societies for 
workmen, 2—profit sharing, 3—conihiiiation of employers, 4, 10— 
government employment, 4—wfiges regulating j)rii*es, 6—artificial 
limiiatioii of output, 6 labour-saving iiiachiiicTy, 7—employment 
of women, boys, and old men, 8—division of lalxair, 9—repudia¬ 
tion of awards of arbitrators, 9—refusal of eniploy(‘rs to negotiate 
with trades unions, 10—collective bargains not legally binding, 
10 registration and legalisation of trades unions, 11—voluntary 
agreements with money deposited as guarantee, 12—allocation 
of union funds, 14—conciliation boards, 15—conferences between 
disputants, IS—central boanls of employers and employed, 19-- 
‘ Ifiacklegs,* 20. 

Tirvelyivn,G, M., his books on England in age of Wycliffe reviewed, 
76. 

V. 

Venezuelan Arhilrfdion, review of documents concerning, 123 — 
Spanish possessions, 121 - Dutch AVest India Company, 125— 
British rule, 126 --Venezuelan claims and United States interfer¬ 
ence, 1 26—commission of inquiry, 127—British claim, 127-- 
arbitration trealy of Wasliiiigtc\j, 12S—Venezuelan argument, 
129—payment of arlntrators, 130- British (\ase and Counter- 
Case, 131- -proposals of compromise not to prejudice claim, 132— 
Hchombergk line, 131, 136 —ii»ii-productioii of documents, 131 — 
Point Barima, 136—decision of Commission, 136, i3tS—status of 
native inhabitants, 138—Hague Peace Conference, 140. 

Vallance,A., his memoir of William Morris reviewed, 356. 

and Wihingj i7., ilieii* book on star spectra reviewed, 

AV. 

Beatrice, tlieir book on Industrial T>cT»iocracy 
f his Jiovels reviewed, 305. 
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